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PART  I: 


WHITE  CANE  SAFETY  DAY 

Presidential  proclamation .  37089 

ENERGY 

FEA  proposes  recordkeeping  requirements  for  inter¬ 
national  voluntary  agreements;  comments  by  9-30-76; 

hearing  10-5-76  . 37128 

FEA  proposes  measures  for  cost  of  transportation  of 
crude  oil  as  component  of  its  landed  cost;  comments  by 
9-21-76;  hearing  9-23-76... .  37130 

ANIMAL  DRUGS 

HEW/FDA  revokes  certain  provisions  for  use  of  tetra¬ 
cycline  boluses;  effective  9-2—76  . .  37103 

PROTECTION  OF  HUMAN  SUBJECTS 

CPSC  proposes  requirements  for  research  contracts  and 
grants;  comments  by  11-1-76 . * .  37120 

POISON  PREVENTION 

CPSC  sets  forth  interim  rules  for  packaging  of  consumer 
products;  comments  by  10—4-76  .  37124 

HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS 

DOT/MTB  sets  forth  regulations  on  transportation  of 
gallium  metal;  effective  9-4-76 .  37114 

AVIATION  SAFETY 

NTSB  makes  available  accident  reports  and  studies .  37165 

MOTOR  VEHICLE  SAFETY  STANDARDS 

DOT/NHTSA  permits  new  non-passenger  car  vehicles  to 
be  equipped  with  tires  not  meeting  certain  labeling 
requirements;  effective  8-27-76 .  37115 


CONTINUED  INSIDE 


reminders 


(Hie  Items  In  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federal  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  Is  Intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not  Include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 

DOT/FAA — Airworthiness  directive;  Mitsu¬ 
bishi .  34009;  8-12-76 

Standard  instrument  approach  pro¬ 
cedures;  changes  and  additions. 

30105;  7-22-76 
FCC — Radio  broadcast  services;  report 

and  order . . .  32219;  8-2-76 

Radio  broadcast  services,  table  of 
assignments;  Kernville,  California. 

32220;  8-2-76 
Stations  on  shipboard  in  the  mari¬ 
time  services .  32220;  8-2-76 


FHLBB — Federal  Savings  and  Loan  In¬ 
surance  Corporation;  loans  to  one 
borrower . .  32419;  8-3-76 

INS — Port  of  entry;  Coral  Bay,  St.  John, 

Virgin  Islands,  closed.. .  32419; 

8-3-76 


List  of  Public  Laws 


Note:  No  public  bills  which  have  become 
law  were  received  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register  for  Inclusion  In  today's  List  of 
Public  Laws. 


AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 

The  six-month  trial  period  ended  August  6.  The  program  is  being  continued  on  a  voluntary  basis  (see  0FR 
notice,  41  FR  32914,  August  6,  1976).  The  following  agencies  have  agreed  to  remain  in  the  program: 


Tuesday 


Wednesday 


DOT/NHTSA 


DOT/FAA 


DOT/OHMO 


DOT/OPSO 


Documents  normally  scheduled  on  a  day  that  will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  day 
following  the  holiday. 

Comments  on  this  program  are  still  invited.  Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Day-of-the-Week  Program 
Coordinator,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services  Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408. 


Thursday 

Friday 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/ APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/OHMO 

CSC 

DOT/OPSO 

LABOR 

ATTENTION:  Questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  regarding  the  contents  of  this  issue  only  may 
be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5286.  For  information  on  obtaining  extra  copies,  please  call  202-523-5240. 

To  obtain  advance  information  from  recorded  highlights  of  selected  documents  to  appear  in  the  next  issue, 
dial  202-523-5022. 
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4 ■aJMLij’ holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
4  Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  U.S.C., 
Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  (1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 
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The  Federal  Register  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  Interest.  Documents  are  on  file  for  public  Inspection  In  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
they  are  published,  unless  earlier  filing  is  requested  by  the  Issuing  agency. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $50  per  year,  payable 
In  advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  Is  75  cents  for  each  Issue,  or  75  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republlcatlon  of  material  appearing  In  the  Federal  Register. 
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PRIVACY  ACT 

President’s  Commission  on  Personnel  Interchange  pro¬ 
poses  implementation;  comments  by  9-27-76;  effective 

10-25-76  .  37134 

OMB  issues  reports  on  new  systems . 37174 

MEETINGS— 

Interior/BLM:  Anchorage  District  Advisory  Board, 

9-17  and  9-18-76 .  37137 

Rock  Springs  District  Multiple  Use  Advisory 

Board,  10-7-76 .  37137 

NPS:  Independence  National  Historical  Park  Ad¬ 
visory  Commission,  10-5-76  37138 

DOD/Navy:  JANNAF  Combustion  Advisory  Committee, 

9-13  thru  9-17-76 .  37137 

HEW/OE:  National  Advisory  Council  on  Indian  Educa¬ 
tion,  9-17  thru  9-19-76 .  37140 

FDA:  Obstetrics  and  Gynecology  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee,  9-30  and  10-1-76  37141 

NIH:  National  Advisory  Research  Resources  Coun¬ 
cil,  9-30  and  10-1-76 .  37143 

Symposium  on  Bioassay  Models  and  Inhalation 

Toxicology,  10-20  and  10-22-76 .  ....  37144 

President’s  Cancer  Panel,  10-1-76 .  37143 

Diagnostic  Research  Advisory  Groups,  10-7-76  37144 

USDA/FS:  Modoc  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory 

Board,  10-5-76 .  37138 

Routt  National  Forest  Grazing  Advisory  Board, 

10-4—76  . 37139 

Commerce/Census:  Advisory  Committee  on  the  Black 
Population  for  the  1980  Census  and  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Spanish  Origin  Population  for  the 

1980  Census,  9-22  and  9-23-76  37139 

FCC:  Personal  Use  Radio  Advisory  Committee  Task 

Area  Group  on  Technical  Standards,  10-12-76 .  37153 

VA:  Central  Office  Education  and  Training  Review  Panel, 

10-1-76  .  37175 

Voluntary  Service  National  Advisory  Committee; 

10-20  thru  10-22-76  37175 


CHANGED  MEETINGS— 

HEW/NIH:  Board  of  Scientific  Counselors,  Division 

of  Cancer  Biology  and  Diagnostics,  10-29-76....  37144 
National  Advisory  Allergy  and  Infectious  Diseases 

Council,  10-1-76 . 37144 

Workshop  on  the  Review  of  the  Field  of  Immunology 
for  Application  to  Cancer  Cause  and  Prevention, 
9-27-76  .  ...* .  37144 

NRC:  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Regulatory  guides,  9-8-76  .  37173 

CANCELLED  MEETINGS— 

DOD/Army:  Chief  of  Engineers’  Environmental  Ad¬ 
visory  Board,  9-9-76 . 37137 

CONFERENCE: 

DOT/FAA:  Aircraft  Separation  Assurance  Program, 

9-27-76  . .  37149 


PART  II: 

WATER  TREATMENT 

EPA  proposes  rules  on  Secondary  Treatment  Informa¬ 
tion;  comments  by  11-1-76  .  37221 

PART  III: 

MORTGAGE  AND  LOAN  INSURANCE 

HUD/HP&MC  proposes  amendments  for  programs;  com¬ 
ments  by  10-4-76 .  37225 

PART  IV: 

POWER  SYSTEM  REPORTING 

FPC  proposes  new  Form  No.  158;  comments  by 
10-18-76  37231 

PART  V: 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 

CPSC  publishes  systems  of  records  37291 


contents 


THE  PRESIDENT 

Proclamations 

White  Cane  Safety  Day _  37089 

EXECUTIVE  AGENCIES 

AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
Rules 

Cotton : 

Practice  and  procedures;  Cotton 


Board,  editorial  changes _  37092 

Oranges  (Valencia)  grown  in  Ariz. 
and  Calif _  37091 


AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service;  Forest  Service. 

Rules 

Meat  import  restrictions;  Costa 


Rican  products _i _  37091 

Procurement  _ 37104 


ARMY  DEPARTMENT 

See  Engineers  Corps. 


CENSUS  BUREAU 
Notices 

Meetings : 

Black  Population  for  the  1980 
Census,  Census  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee,  and  the  Spanish  Origin 
Population  for  the  1980  Cen¬ 
sus,  Census  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  _ _ _ 37139 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Notices 


Hearings,  etc.: 

Alaska  Airlines,  Inc _ 37150 

Davis  Agency,  Inc _ 37151 


COAST  GUARD 
Rules 

Districts,  marine  inspection  zones, 
and  captain  of  the  port  areas: 

Texas . - . .  37104 


Proposed  Rules 

Drawbridge  operations: 

California  _ 37120 

Florida  _ 87118 

Maryland  _ 37119 

Washington  _ 37118 

General  provisions: 

Records  and  document  copies; 
exceptions  to  fees  and 

charges  _ 37118 

Tank  vessels : 

Foreign  flag  vessels,  shipping 
paper  requirements  for _ 37119 

Notices 

Equipment,  construction,  and  ma¬ 
terials;  approvals  and  termina¬ 
tions  (2  documents) _  37145,  37147 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Census  Bureau;  Economic 
Development  Administration. 
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effective  date _  37091 
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Rules 

Liquidation  of  duties;  countervail¬ 
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Beads,  glass,  from  Canada _ 37103 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Engineer  Corps;  Navy  Depart¬ 
ment. 
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37140 
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ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Proposed  Rules 

Water  pollution  control: 

Secondary  treatment  informa¬ 


tion;  waste  stabilization 
ponds  _  37221 


EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 
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ment  discrimination;  deferral  of 
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agencies _ 37104 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Airport  aid  program;  visual  ap¬ 
proach  slope  indicator;  eligibil¬ 
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Messerschmitt  -  Bolkow  -  Boliim 

(2  documents) _  37094 
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(2  documents) _  37098 
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Restricted  areas  (2  documents)  __  37099, 
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Transition  areas  (7  documents)  __  27097, 
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state  and  foreign;  classes _ 37105 

Notices 

Broadcast  stations;  changes  in 

entertainment  formats _ 37153 

Meetings: 

Personal  Use  Radio  Advisory 
Committee  Task  Area  Group 

on  Technical  Standards _ 37153 

Television  broadcast  stations 
table  of  assignments;  petition 
to  amend _ 37154 

FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed  Rules 

Petroleum  price  regulations, 
mandatory : 

Crude  oil,  transportation;  com¬ 
putation  of  landed  costs _ 37130 

Voluntary  agreements,  interna¬ 
tional;  record  maintenance _ 37128 


FEDERAL  INSURANCE  ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

Flood  Insurance  Program,  Na¬ 
tional;  flood  elevation  deter¬ 


minations,  etc. ; 

Louisiana  _ 37114 

Nebraska _ y _ 37113 

New  Jersey  (2  documents) _ 37112, 

37113 

Texas  _ 37113 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 


Notices 

Freight  forwarder  licenses: 

Uni-World  Forwarding  Serv¬ 
ices,  et  al _ 37154 

Agreements  filed,  etc.: 

Port  of  Oakland  and  Sea  Land 
Service,  Inc _ 37154 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
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Notices 

Environmental  statements;  avail¬ 
ability,  etc.: 
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presidential  documents 

Title  3 — The  President 

PROCLAMATION  4452 

White  Cane  Safety  Day,  1976 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  Anierica 

A  Proclamation 

One  of  the  basic  rights  which  we  as  Americans  cherish  is  the  freedom  of  each 
citizen  to  move,  without  barriers,  about  this  great  land.  For  visually  handicapped 
Americans,  the  white  cane  is  both  an  instrument  and  symbol  of  independence,  per¬ 
mitting  a  degree  of  mobility  not  otherwise  possible. 

A  pathfinder,  not  a  crutch,  the  white  cane  serves  blind  people  as  a  sensitive 
transmitter  of  infonnation.  It  signals  the  presence  of  obstacles  and  of  changes  in 
contour.  It  reassures  by  indicating  the  familiar  as  well  as  warning  of  the  unexpected. 
To  its  user,  the  white  cane  provides  the  confidence  to  venture  forth,  to  experience 
the  world,  and  to  participate  fully  in  life. 

The  white  cane  also  serves  to  alert  others.  It  reminds  those  of  us  who  can  see 
to  exercise  simple  courtesy  and  common  sense  in  approaching  a  blind  person.  By 
providing  assistance  when  it  is  desired,  or  often  just  by  yielding  the  right  of  way, 
we  can  help  assure  safe  passage  and  safeguard  the  right  of  visually  handicapped 
persons  to  enjoy  unhindered  mobility. 

To  make  all  Americans  more  fully  aware  of  the  significance  and  importance  of 
the  white  cane  and  the  need  for  extra  alertness  and  consideration  when  approaching 
its  user,  the  Congress,  by  a  joint  resolution  approved  October  6,  1964  (78  Stat.  1003; 
36  U.S.C.  169d),  has  authorized  the  President  to  proclaim  October  15  of  each  year 
as  White  Cane  Safety  Day. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  GERALD  R.  FORD,  President  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  do  hereby  proclaim  October  15,  1976,  as  White  Cane  Safety  Day. 

On  this  occasion,  I  urge  all  sighted  Americans  to  increase  their  knowledge  and 
understanding  of  the  needs  and  rights  of  visually  handicapped  Americans.  In  particular, 
each  of  us  should  be  prepared  to  heed  the  message  of  the  white  cane  and  grant  its  users 
the  extra  measure  of  care  necessary’  to  their  physical  safety,  self-confidence,  and  peace 
of  mind. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  first  day  of 
September  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  seventy-six,  and  of  the  Inde¬ 
pendence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two  hundred  and  first. 

[FR  Doc.76-26009  Filed  9-1-76;!  1 : 38  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which  are 
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The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
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Title  4 — Accounts 

CHAPTER  III— COST  ACCOUNTING 
STANDARDS  BOARD 

PART  414 — COST  OF  MONEY  AS  AN  ELE¬ 
MENT  OF  THE  COST  OF  FACILITIES 
CAPITAL 

Effective  Date 

On  June  2,  1976,  a  Cost  Accounting 
Standard  entitled  Cost  of  Money  as  an 
Element  of  the  Cost  of  Facilities  Capital 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(41  FR  22241  etseq.). 

The  effective  date  of  the  Standard 
which  was  reserved  in  the  June  2  pub¬ 
lication  is  October  1,  1976  and  §  414.80  is 
therefore  supplemented  as  follows. 

§  414.80  Effective  <lute. 

The  effective  date  of  this  Standard  is 
October  1, 1976. 

134  Stat.  796.  sec.  103;  (50  U.S.C.  app.  2168) ) 

Arthur  Schoenhaut. 
Executive  Secretary. 
[FR  Doc.76-25717  Filed  9-l-7fl;8:45  am] 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

SUBTITLE  A— OFFICE  OF  THE 
SECRETARY  OF  AGRICULTURE 

[Amdt.  4] 

PART  16— LIMITATION  ON  IMPORTS  OF 
MEAT 

Subpart — Section  204  Import  Regulations 

Restriction  on  the  Importation  op 
Meat  From  Costa  Rica 

Part  16  is  amended  to  prohibit  the  im¬ 
portation  of  meat  in  excess  of  53.7  mil¬ 
lion  pounds  from  Costa  Rica  during  the 
calendar  year  1976.  This  regulation  is 
issued  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  State  and  the  Special  Repre¬ 
sentative  for  Trade  Negotiations  to  carry 
out  a  bilateral  agreement  negotiated  with 
the  Government  of  Costa  Rica  pursuant 
to  section  204  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of 
1956,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1854).  Since 
the  action  taken  herewith  has  been  de¬ 
termined  to  involve  foreign  affairs  func¬ 
tions  of  the  United  States,  this  amend¬ 
ment  falls  within  the  foreign  affairs  ex¬ 
ception  to  the  notice  and  effective  date 
provision  of  5  U.S.C.  553  and  shall  become 
effective  as  set  forth  below. 

The  subpart.  Section  204  Import  Regu¬ 
lations  of  Part  16,  Subtitle  A  of  Title  7 
(40  FR  31227) ,  is  amended  as  follows: 

In  §  16.4  paragraph  (c)  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  16.4  Quantitative  restrictions. 

•  *  *  *  • 

(c)  Imports  from  Costa  Rica.  No  more 
than  53.7  million  pounds  of  meat  which  is 


the  product  of  Costa  Rica  may  be  en¬ 
tered,  or  withdrawn  from  warehouse,  for 
consumption  in  the  United  States  during 
the  calendar  year  1976. 

Effective  date:  The  regulation  con¬ 
tained  in  this  amendment  shall  become 
effective  September  2, 1976,  but  meat  re¬ 
leased  under  the  provisions  of  section 
448(b)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (19  U.S.C. 
1448(b) )  prior  to  such  date  shall  not  be 
denied  entry. 

(Sec.  204,  Pub.  L.  540,  84th  Cong.,  70  Stat. 
200.  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  1864),  and  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11539,  35  FR  10733) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  30th 
day  of  August  1976. 

Richard  E.  Bell, 
Assistant  Secretary  of 
Agriculture. 

IFR  Doc.76-25821  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

[Valencia  Orange  Reg.  543] 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES  GROWN 
IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART 
OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 
Preamble 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Califomia-Arizona  Valencia  oranges  that 
may  be  shipped  to  fresh  market  during 
the  weekly  regulation  period  September 
3-9,  1976.  It  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing 
Order  No.  908.  The  quantity  of  Valencia 
oranges  so  fixed  was  arrived  at  after  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  total  available  supply 
of  Valencia  oranges,  the  quantity  of 
Valencia  oranges  currently  available  for 
market,  the  fresh  market  demand  for 
Valencia  oranges,  Valencia  orange  prices, 
and  the  relationship  of  season  average 
returns  to  the  parity  price  'for  Valencia 
oranges. 

§  908.843  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
543. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908),  regulating  the  handling  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  desig¬ 
nated  part  of  California,  effective  under 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and 


information  submitted  by  the  Valencia 
Orange  Administrative  Committee,  es¬ 
tablished  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  Valencia  oranges,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to 
limit  the  respective  quantities  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  that  may  be  marketed  from 
District  1,  District  2,  and  District  3  dur¬ 
ing  the  ensuing  week  stems  from  the 
production  and  marketing  situation  con¬ 
fronting  the  Valencia  orange  industry. 

(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  that 
should  be  marketed  during  the  next  suc¬ 
ceeding  week.  Such  recommendation,  de¬ 
signed  to  provide  equity  of  marketing 
opportunity  to  handlers  in  all  districts, 
resulted  from  consideration  of  the  fac¬ 
tors  enumerated  in  the  order.  The  com¬ 
mittee  further  reports  that  the  fresh 
market  demand  for  Valencia  oranges 
continues  slow  but  is  expected  to  im¬ 
prove  following  Labor  Day.  Prices  f.o.b. 
for  the  week  ending  August  26  were  $3.53 
per  carton  on  538  cars  as  compared  with 
$3.42  per  carton  on  614  cars  during  the 
prior  week.  Track  and  rolling  supplies 
at  263  cars  were  down  23  cars  from  last 
week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  information  submitted 
by  the  committee,  and  other  available 
information,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the 
respective  quantities  of  Valencia  oranges 
which  may  be  handled  should  be  fixed 
as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  up¬ 
on  which  this  regulation  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  regula¬ 
tion  must  become  effective  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  provi¬ 
sions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  The  committee  held  an  open  meet¬ 
ing  during  the  current  week,  after  giving 
due  notice  thereof,  to  consider  supply 
and  market  conditions  for  Valencia  or¬ 
anges  and  the  need  for  regulation:  in¬ 
terested  persons  were  afforded  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  submit  information  and  views 
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at  this  meeting;  the  recommendation 
and  supporting  information  for  regula¬ 
tion  during  the  period  specified  herein 
were  promptly  submitted  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  after  such  meeting  was  held;  the 
the  provisions  of  this  regulation,  includ¬ 
ing  its  effective  time,  are  identical  with 
the  aforesaid  recommendation  of  the 
committee,  and  information  concerning 
such  provisions  and  effective  time  has 
been  disseminated  among  handlers  of 
such  Valencia  oranges;  it  is  necessary,  in 
order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act,  to  make  this  regulation  effective 
during  the  period  herein  specified:  and 
compliance  with  this  regulation  will  not 
require  any  special  preparation  on  the 
part  of  persons  subject  hereto  which  can¬ 
not  be  completed  on  or  before  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof.  Such  committee  meeting 
was  held  on  August  31,  1976. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in  Ari¬ 
zona  and  designated  part  of  California 
which  may  be  handled  during  the  period 
September  3,  1976,  through  September 
9,  1976,  are  hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  292,000  cartons;  (ii) 
District  2:  358,000  cartons;  (iii)  District 
3:  unlimited. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled”, 
“District  1”.  “District  2”,  “District  3”, 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning 
as  when  used  in  said  amended  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31.  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  September  1, 1976. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

|FR  Doc .76-26008  Filed  9-1-76;  11:36  ami 


CHAPTER  XI— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  MISCELLANEOUS 
COMMODITIES),  DEPARTMENT  OF  AG¬ 
RICULTURE 

PART  1205 — GENERAL  REGULATIONS 
Miscellaneous  Amendments 

On  July  14, 1976,  an  amendment  to  the 
Cotton  Research  and  Promotion  Act  (80 
Stat.  279  et.  seq.,  7  U.S.C.  2101-2119) 
was  enacted  into  law  (Pub.  L.  No.  94- 
366).  Effective  March  28,  1972  the  Con¬ 
sumer  and  Marketing  Service  was  re¬ 
named  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (37  FR  6327). 

As  a  result  of  the  amendment  to  the 
Act  and  the  Agency’s  change  of  name, 
certain  changes  of  a  technical  nature 
must  be  made  in  the  rules  of  practice 
(7  CFR  1205.1-.210)  and  the  regulations 
(7  CFR  1205.401-600)  issued  under  the 
Cotton  Research  and  Promotion  Act. 
Therefore,  to  effectuate  these  necessary 
changes  and  pursuant  to  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  12(a)  and  15,  80  Stat. 
284-285,  7  U.S.C.  2111(a)  and  2114,  said 
rules  of  practice  and  regulations  are 
hereby  amended  as  follows: 


Subpart — Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
Governing  Proceedings  to  Formulate  Or¬ 
ders  Under  the  Cotton  Research  and 
Promotion  Act 

1.  In  §  1205.2,  paragraph  (a)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1205.2  Definitions. 

*  *  *  «  * 

(a)  The  term  “Act”  means  the  Cotton 
Research  and  Promotion  Act,  as 
amended  (80  Stat.  279  et  seq.,  7  U.S.C. 
2101-2119). 

***** 

2.  In  §  1205.2,  paragraph  (e),  substi¬ 
tute  the  words  “Agricultural  Marketing 
Service”  for  the  words  “Consumer  and 
Marketing  Service”. 

Subpart — Rules  of  Practice  Governing  Pro¬ 
ceedings  on  Petitions  To  Modify  or  To 
Be  Exempted  From  Orders 

§  1205.51  [Amended] 

3.  In  §  1205.51,  paragraph  (a)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

***** 

(a)  The  term  “Act”  means  the  Cotton 
Research  and  Promotion  Act,  as 
amended  (80  Stat.  279  et  seq.,  7  U.S.C. 
1201-1219* ; 

***** 

4.  In  §  1205.51,  paragraph  (e),  sub¬ 
stitute  the  words  “Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Service”  for  the  words  “Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service”. 

Subpart — Procedure  for  the  Conduct  of 
Referenda  in  Connection  With  Cotton  Re¬ 
search  and  Promotion  Orders 

§  1205.201  [Amended] 

5.  In  §  1205.201,  paragraph  (a)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

»  *  *  *  * 

(a)  “Act”  means  the  Cotton  Research 
and  Promotion  Act,  as  amended  (80 
Stat.  279  et  seq.,  7  U.S.C.  1201-1219) . 
***** 

§  1205.201  [Amended] 

§  1205.202  [Amended] 

§  1205.206  [Amended] 

6.  In  §§  1205.201(c),  .201(e),  .202(a) 
and  .206(b),  substitute  the  words  “Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service”  for  the 
words  “Consumer  and  Marketing 
Service”. 

Subpart — Members  of  Cotton  Board 
§  1205.401  [Amended] 

7.  In  §  1205.401,  paragraph  (a),  sub¬ 
stitute  the  words  “Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Service”  for  the  words  “Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service”. 

Subpart — Cotton  Board  Rules  and 
Regulations 

§  1205.500  [Amended] 

2.  In  §  1205.500,  paragraph  (e),  sub¬ 
stitute  the  words  “Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Service”  for  the  words  “Consumer 
and  Marketing  Service”. 


Effective  date:  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ments  shall  become  effective  on  Septem¬ 
ber  2,  1976. 

Dated :  August  27, 1976 

William  T.  Manley, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Program  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.76-25698  FUed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 

Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I — FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  76-NW-16-AD; 

Amendment  39-2708] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Boeing  737  Series  Airplanes 

Amendment  39-2630  (41  FR  22343)  AD 
76-11-05,  as  amended  by  Amendment  39- 
2667  (41  FR  27956)  requires  inspection 
of  the  elevator  tab  inboard  hinge  sup¬ 
port  structure  on  Boeing  737  series  air¬ 
planes. 

The  AD  permitted  inspections  by  ei¬ 
ther  a  force/relative  deflection  test  of 
elevator  tab  to  elevator,  or  relative  move¬ 
ment  between  the  elevator  rib  and  tee 
clip,  which  are  option  A  and  B,  respec¬ 
tively,  of  Boeing  Alert  Service  Bulletin 
No.  737-55-A1020.  Subsequent  to  issu¬ 
ance  of  Amendment  39-2667,  it  was  re¬ 
ported  that  operators  have  found  cracks 
in  the  elevator  rear  spar  with  the  tee  clip 
fasteners  intact.  Based  on  these  findings, 
it  has  been  determined  that  the  option 
“B”  inspection  may  not  detect  a  cracked 
spar  and  therefore,  the  AD  is  being 
amended  to  delete  that  inspection. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation, 
it  is  found  that  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697), 
§  39.13  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions,  Amendment  39-2630  (41  FR 

22343),  AD  76-11-05.  as  amended  by 
Amendment  39-2667  (41  FR  27956)  is 
amended  by  amending  paragraph  C  to 
read  as  follows: 

C.  Inspect  for  excessive  deflection  of  the 
elevator  tab,  right  and  left  hand,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  inspection  procedures  specified 
in  Section  III,  Part  I,  paragraph  C  and  D  of 
Boeing  Alert  Service  Bulletin  No.  737-55- 
A1020,  Revision  1,  or  later  FAA  approved  re¬ 
visions,  or  in  a  manner  approved  by  the 
Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch.  FAA  Northwest  Region.  If  the  ele¬ 
vator  tab  to  elevator  relative  deflection  ex¬ 
ceeds  1/10  inch,  prior  to  further  flight,  mod¬ 
ify  the  elevator  in  accordance  with  the  ter¬ 
minating  action  of  paragraph  D  of  this  AD. 

The  manufacturer's  specifications  and 
procedures  identified  and  described  in 
this  directive  are  incorporated  herein 
and  made  a  part  hereof  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552(a)(1). 

All  piersons  affected  by  this  directive, 
who  have  not  already  received  these 
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documents  from  the  manufacturer,  may 
obtain  copies  upon  request  to  Boeing 
Commercial  Airplane  Company,  P.O.  Box 
3707,  Seattle,  Washington  98124.  The 
documents  may  also  be  examined  at  FAA 
Northwest  Region,  9010  East  Marginal 
Way  South,  Seattle,  Washington. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
September  13,  1976. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1058  (49  U.S.C.  1364(a),  1421,  and 
1423);  sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1656(c)).) 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington,  Au¬ 
gust  23, 1976. 

Note. — The  incorporation  by  reference 
provisions  in  the  document  were  approved  by 
the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  19, 1967. 

J.  H.  Tanner, 

Acting  Director,  Northwest  Region. 

|FR  Doc.76-25376  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


(Airworthiness  Docket  No.  72- WE  23-AD; 

Arndt.  39-2707) 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Hughes  269  Series  Helicopters 

Amendment  39-1587  (87  FR  2331),  AD 
73-3-1,  requires  a  visual  and  dye  pene¬ 
trant  inspection  of  the  tail  boom  center 
attach  fitting  P/N  269A2324  or  P/N 
269A2324-7,  tail  boom  support  struts 
P/N  269A2015,  269A2015-5,  269A2015-9, 
269A2015— 11  and  center  frame  aft 
cluster  fittings  P/N  269A2230  at  intervals 
not  to  exceed  200  hours  time  in  service 
from  the  last  inspection  for  early  detec¬ 
tion  of  possible  damage  caused  by  im¬ 
proper  maintenance  techniques  and  serv¬ 
ice  loads  on  all  Hughes  Model  269A, 
269A-1,  269B  and  269C  helicopters.  After 
issuing  Amendment  39-1587,  due  to  serv¬ 
ice  experience,  the  agency  determined 
that  the  visual  and  dye  penetrant  inspec¬ 
tions  of  the  aluminum  end  fittings  of  the 
tail  boom  support  strut  assemblies  P/N 
269A2015  and  269A2015-5  at  intervals  not 
exceeding  200  hours  do  not  provide  an 
inspection  interval  that  will  adequately 
detect  damage  to  the  aluminum  end 
fittings.  Therefore,  the  AD  is  being 
superseded  by  a  new  AD  that  requires  a 
periodic  inspection  of  the  aluminum  end 
fittings  at  intervals  not  exceeding  50 
hours  and  replacement  of  the  existing 
aluminum  end  fittings  on  the  tail  boom 
support  strut  assemblies  P/N  269A2015 
on  Hughes  Model  269A,  269A-1,  269B  and 
Military  TH-55A  helicopters  and  P/N 
269A2015-5  on  Hughes  Model  269C  heli¬ 
copters,  with  stainless  steel  end  fittings 
and  attach  bolts. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697), 
$  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  Is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 


Hughes  Helicopthis.  Applies  to  Hughes 
Model  269  series  (Including  military 
Model  TH-55A)  helicopters  certificated 
In  all  categories  equipped  with  tall  boom 
support  strut  assemblies  P/N  269A2015 
or  P/N  269A2015-6,  tall  boom  center 
attached  fitting  P/N  269A2324  and  center 
frame  aft  cluster  fittings  P/N  269A2234 
(LH)  and  269A2235(RH). 

Compliance  required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  fatigue  failure  of  the  tail  boom 
support  strut  Installation  and  resultant  loss 
of  the  helicopter  flight  controllability  accom¬ 
plish  the  following: 

(a)  For  helicopters  equipped  with  tail  boom 
support  strut  assemblies  P/N  269A2015  or 
269A2015-5,  within  the  next  50  hours  time 
In  service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD 
and  thereafter  at  intervals  not  to  exceed  50 
hours  time  In  service  from  the  last  Inspec¬ 
tion  until  the  modifications  of  paragraph  (c) 
are  accomplished: 

( 1 )  Support  the  tail  boom  and  remove  the 
tall  boom  support  strut  assemblies  P/N 
269A2015  on  Hughes  Model  269 A,  269 A-l,  269B 
and  military  TH-55A  helicopter  or  P/N 
269A2015-5  on  Hughes  Model  269C  helicopter 
In  accordance  with  the  Hughes  269  Helicopter 
Basic  Handbook  of  Maintenance  Instructions 
Section  13; 

(2)  Visually  inspect  the  tall  boom  support 
strut  aluminum  end  fittings  for  deformation 
or  damage  and  visually  inspect  the  tall  boom 
support  strut  aluminum  end  fittings  for 
cracks  using  the  dye  penetrant  method  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Hughes  Service  Information 
Notice  N-109.2  dated  September  1,  1976  or 
later  FAA-approved  revisions. 

(b)  If  deformation,  damage,  or  cracks  are 
found  during  the  Inspections  required  by 
paragraph  (a),  before  further  flight,  accom¬ 
plish  the  modifications  of  either  paragraph 

(c)(1)  or  (c)(2). 

(c)  Within  the  next  500  hours  time  in 
service  or  one  year  whichever  comes  first, 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD: 

(1)  Modify  the  tall  boom  support  strut 
assemblies  P/N  269A2015  and  269A2016-5  by 
replacing  the  aluminum  end  fittings  with 
stainless  steel  end  fittings  and  attach  bolts 
per  Hughes  Service  Information  Notice  N- 

109.2  dated  September  1,  1976  or  later  FAA- 
approved  revisions,  or 

(2)  Replace  the  P/N  269A2015  strut  as¬ 
semblies  with  Hughes  P/N  269A2016— 9  and 
replace  the  P/N  269A2015-5  strut  assemblies 
with  Hughes  P/N  269A2015-11. 

(d)  For  Hughes  Model  269C  helicopters, 
within  the  next  100  hours  time  in  service, 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  serialize 
the  tall  support  strut  assemblies  P/N 
269A2015-5  and  P/N  269A2015-11  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  Hughes  Service  Information  Notice 
N-108  dated  May  21,  1973  or  later  FAA-ap¬ 
proved  revisions. 

(e)  Within  200  hours  time  in  service  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  AD  and  thereafter 
at  Intervals  not  to  exceed  200  hours  time  in 
service  from  the  last  Inspection  until  the 
modifications  of  paragraph  (f)  (2)  are  ac¬ 
complished,  inspect  the  tall  boom  center  at¬ 
tach  fittings  P/N  269A2324  and  center  frame 
aft  cluster  fittings  P/N  269A2234(IjH)  and 
P/N  269A2236(RH)  for  damage  In  accordance 
with  Hughes  Service  Information  Notice  N- 

82.2  dated  September  1,  1976  or  later  FAA- 
approved  revisions. 

(f)  If  damaged  parts  are  found  during  the 
inspections  required  by  paragraph  (e) ,  before 
further  flight: 

( 1 )  Replace  the  damaged  part  with  a  serv¬ 
iceable  part  of  the  same  part  number,  or 

(2)  Replace  damaged  tall  boom  center  at¬ 
tach  fittings  P/N  269A2324  with  Hughes 
P/N  269A2324-7  and  replace  damaged  center 
frame  aft  cluster  fittings  P/N  269A2234(LH) 
and  P/N  269A2235(RH)  with  Hughes  P/N 
269 A22 34-8 (LH)  and  P/N  269A2235-8(RH) . 


(g)  Equivalent  procedures,  inspections  re¬ 
pairs,  tail  boonTl  support  strut  assemblies,  tail 
boom  center  attach  fittings  or  center  frame 
aft  cluster  fittings  may  be  approved  by  the 
Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering  Division,  FAA 
Western  Region. 

(b)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  Issued 
to  authorize  operation  of  helicopter  to  a  base 
for  accomplishment  of  the  Inspections  re¬ 
quired  by  this  AD  per  FAR's  21.197  and 
21.199. 

This  supersedes  amendment  39-1587 
(38  FR  2331),  AD  73-3-1. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
September  7,  1976. 

(Sec.  313(a),  601  and  603  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421  and 
1423);  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(C)).) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California,  Au¬ 
gust  23,  1976. 

Robert  H.  Stanton, 

Dirctor,  FAA  Western  Region. 

(FR  Doc.76-25374  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am) 


(Docket  No.  15774;  Amdt.  39  2711) 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Dowty  Rotol  Type  (c)R193/4-30-4/50, 

<c)R257/4— 30-4/60,  and  (c)R184/4- 

30-4/50  Propellers 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring  in¬ 
spection  and  rework,  if  necessary,  of  the 
affected  Dowty  Rotol  propellers  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  June 
10,  1976,  at  41  FR  23420. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  amendment  and  no  objections 
were  received. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a) ,  601,  and  603 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
UJS.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and  1423)  and  of 
section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(0). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89) , 
5  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Dowty  Rotol.  Applies  to  Dowty  Rotol  Type 
(c)  R193/4-30-4/50,  (C)  R257/4-30-4/60, 

and  (c)R184/ 4-30-4/ 60  propellers  having 
Hub  Driving  Centers,  P/N  601026638, 
modified  to  Dowty  Rotol  Mod.  No. 
(c)  VP2486.  These  propellers  are  installed 
on,  but  not  necessarily  limited  to,  Fokker 
Model  F-27,  Fairchild  Model  FH-227,  and 
Grumman  Model  G-159  Series  airplanes. 

Note:  Dowty  Rotol  Mod.  No.  (c)VP2486 
is  covered  In  Dowty  Rotol  Service  Bulletin 
61-673A,  dated  June  1968,  and  the  incorpora¬ 
tion  of  the  modification  Is  required  by  AD 
68-20-7. 

Compliance  is  required  at  the  next  pro¬ 
peller  overhaul  or  within  the  next  4700  hours 
propeller  time  In  service  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD,  whichever  occurs  first,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  cracking  and  possible  failure  of 
the  hub  driving  center  due  to  Improper  ma¬ 
chining,  accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  For  propellers  that  Incorporate  hub 
and  driving  center  assemblies  having  the  fol- 
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lowing  serial  numbers,  rework  the  hub  driv¬ 
ing  center  to  salvage  scheme  No.  440144000,  In 
accordance  with  Dowtjr  Ro4ot  Service  Bulle¬ 
tin  61-458,  dated  February  4,  1975,  or  an 
equivalent  approved  In  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  thiB  AD: 

Hrrs  and  Driving  Cuttu  Assembly  Scbial 

Nvkus 


Propeller  Type.  R184/ 4-39-4 /SO 
Serial  No.: 


184/69/47 

184/59/60 

184/89/62 

184/59/64 

184/59/65 

184/60/79 

184/60/86 

184/60/89 

184/60/94 

184/60/95 

184/60/96 

184/60/99 

184/60/108 

184/60/126 

184/60/146 

184/60/147 

184/60/169 

184/60/160 

DUG/ 10/61 

DBG/12/61 

DBG/ 14/61 

DBG/ 17/61 

DBQ/20/61 

DRG/24/61 

DBG/25/61 


DBG/31/61 

DBG/S8/61 

DBG/41/61 

DRG/43/61 

DRG/44/61 

DBG/48/61 

DRG/49/61 

DBG/ 68/61 

DBO/2/62 

DBG/9/62 

DBG/ 10/62 

DRG/11/62 

DBG/ 19/62 

DBG/S  1/62 

DBG/288/ 64 

DBG/290/64 

DBG/56/65 

DRG/ 116/65 

DBG/ 122/65 

DBG/ 152/65 

DBG/223/65 

DRO/224/65 

DBG/42/88 

DBG/122/68 


Serial  No.: 

Propeller  Type.  R193/4-30-4/S0 


193/58/11 

193/58/17 

193/58/27 

193/58/38 

193/59/116 

193/59/119 


193/60/150 

193/60/151 

DBG/32/62 

DBG/119/68 

DRG/442/66 


Serial  No.: 

Propeller  Type.  R2 57/ 4-30-4/ 69 


DBG/131/66 

DRG/407/68 

DBG  408/66 

DRG/454/66 

DBG/28/67 

DBG/30/67 

DBG/86/67 

DRG/93/87 


DBG/95/07 
DRG/ 189/67 
DRO/ 194/67 
DRG/ 23 1/67 
DBG/233/67 
DBG/344/ 67 
DBG/845/67 
DRO/348/67 


(b)  For  propellers  that  Incorporate  hub 
and  driving  center  assemblies  having  serial 
numbers  not  listed  In  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
AD,  accomplish  the  following  in  accordance 
with  Dowt y  Rotol  Service  Bulletin  61-858, 
dated  February  4,  1976,  or  an  equivalent  ap¬ 
proved  In  accordance  with  paragraph  (c)  of 
this  AD: 

(1)  Inspect  the  hub  driving  center  to 
verify  correct  machining. 

(2)  If  the  hub  driving  center  is  found  to 
be  Incorrectly  machined,  rework  the  hub 
driving  center  to  salvage  scheme  No. 
640144000. 


(c)  The  equivalent  means  of  compliance 
specified  in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this 
AD  must  be  approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft 
Certification  Staff.  FAA  Europe,  Africa  and 
Middle  East  Region  e/o  American  Embassy, 
APO  New  York,  N.Y.  09667. 


This  amendment  becomes  effective,  on 
October  1, 1978. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.  on  Au¬ 
gust  25,  1976. 

J.  A.  Fiiuusk, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Stmmdardi  Service. 
PFB  Doc.78-25800  Filed  0-1-76:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  15698;  Arndt.  39-2718] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Messerschmitt-Bolkow-Blohm  Model  B0- 
105 A  and  BO-105C  Helicopters 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring  pe¬ 
riodic  inspections  and  the  replacement 
of  the  piston  rods  in  the  main  rotor  hy¬ 
draulic  servo  actuators  on  certain  Mes¬ 
serschmitt-Bolkow-Blohm  (MBB)  Mod¬ 
el  BO-105A  and  BO-105C  helicopters 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  May  13,  1976,  (41  FR  19673). 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  amendment  and  no  objec¬ 
tions  were  received. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a),  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  UJ3.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and  1423)  and 
of  sections  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89) , 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 

Messeeschmitt-Bolkow-Blokm  GmbH 

(MBB).  Applies  to  Model  BO-105A  and 
BO-105C  helicopters,  certificated  in  all 
categories,  incorporating  Teledyne  Hy¬ 
dra-Power  hydraulic  actuators,  P/N 

105-45021,  with  the  following  serial 

numbers:  1012,  1014,  1016,  1016,  1017, 

1018,  1019,  1021,  1023,  1027,  1028,  1029, 

1030,  1032,  1034,  1035,  1037,  1038,  1040, 

1041,  1043,  1044,  1045,  1046,  1049,  1056, 

1057,  1062,  1064,  1065,  1066,  1069,  1071, 

1075,  1091,  1093,  1101.  1104,  1109,  1113, 

1119,  1121,  1123,  1126,  1127,  1156,  1160, 

and  1161  which  have  piston  rods,  P/N 
D133-750.08E,  with  S/N’s  101  through 
440. 

Compliance  is  required  as  Indicated,  un¬ 
less  already  acotnpllshed. 

To  prevent  possible  failure  of  the  main 
rotor  hydraulic  actuator  and  loss  of  control 
of  the  helicopter,  accomplish  the  foUowlng: 

(a)  Before  the  accumulation  of  600  hours 
total  helicopter  time  in  service  or  within 
the  next  25  hours  time  in  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD,  whichever  occurs 
later,  and  thereafter  at  Intervals  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  600  hours  time  in  service  from  the  last 
Inspection  until  modified  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (e)  of  this  AD,  comply  with  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  AD. 

(b)  Inspect,  the  piston  rods,  P/N  D133- 
750.08E,  In  the  hydraulic  actuators,  P/N 
106-45021,  for  cracks,  using  a  dye  penetrant 
method  In  accordance  with  Paragraph  23. 
of  the  "Accomplishment  General"  section  of 
MBB  Service  Bullet' n  No.  40-19,  dated  June 
2,  1975,  or  an  FAA-approved  equivalent. 

(c)  If  a  crack  is  found  In  a  piston  rod 
during  an  inspection  specified  in  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  AD,  before  further  flight,  re¬ 
place  the  cracked  piston  rod  with  a  service¬ 
able  part  of  same  part  number  and  con¬ 
tinue  to  Inspect  in  accordance  with  para¬ 
graph  (b)  of  this  AD  at  intervals  not  to 
exceed  600  hours  time  in  service  until  the 
modification  specified  in  paragraph  (e)  of 
this  AD  is  accomplished. 

(d)  Comply  with  paragraph  (e)  of  this 
AD  as  follows: 

(1)  For  helicopters  with  less  than  1800 
hours  total  time  in  service  on  the  effective 
date  oT  this  AD  and  for  which  It  has  been 
lees  than  4  years  since  the  original  issu¬ 


ance  of  its  airworthiness  certificate,  com¬ 
ply  with  paragraph  (e)  of  this  AD  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  paragraph  (1)  or  (U),  which¬ 
ever  occurs  later. 

(1)  Before  the  accumulation  of  1800  hours 
total  time  in  service  or  within  four  years 
of  the  date  of  original  issuance  of  Its  air¬ 
worthiness  certificate,  whichever  occurs 
sooner. 

(il)  Within  the  next  25  hours  time  in 
service  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD. 

(2)  For  helicopters  with  1800  hours  or 
more  total  time  in  service  on  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD  or  helicopters  for  which 
the  effective  date  of  this  AD  is  four  years 
or  more  after  the  date  of  original  Issuance 
of  its  airworthiness  certificate,  comply  with 
paragraph  (e)  of  this  AD  within  the  next 
25  hours  time  In  service  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD. 

(e)  Disassemble  the  Teledyne  Hydra- 
Power  actuator,  P/N  105-45021,  and  replace 
the  piston  rods,  P/N  D133-750.08E,  which 
have  S/N’s  101  through  440  with  serviceable 
parts  of  the  same  part  number  which  have 
serial  numbers  other  than  101  through  440. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective,  on 
October  1, 1976. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  August 
27, 1976. 

J.  A.  Ferrarese, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

| FR  Doc.76-25658  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am( 


(Docket  No.  15621;  Arndt.  39-2719] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Messerschmitt-Bolkow-Blohm  Model  BO- 
105A  and  BO-105C  Helicopters 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring  re¬ 
placement  of  the  right  outboard  engine 
mount  flanges  and  washers  with  flanges 
and  washers  of  improved  design  on 
Messerschmitt-Bolkow-Blohm  (MBB) 
Model  BO-1 05 A  and  BO-105C  helicop¬ 
ters  was  published  In  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  at  41  FR  17931. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  amendment  and  no  objec¬ 
tions  were  received. 

This  amendment  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a),  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1354(a).  1421,  and  1423)  and 
of  section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR  11.89) , 
|  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  new  airworthiness  direc¬ 
tive: 

Messerschmitt-Bolkow-Blohm  (MBB).  Ap¬ 
plies  to  Model  BO-105A  and  BO-105C 
helicopters,  Serial  Numbers  1  through 
280,  certificated  in  aU  categories. 

Compliance  is  required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  faUure  of  the  engine  mount 
assembly,  accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  For  helicopters  with  500  hours  or  leas 
total  time  in  service  on  the  effective  date  of 
this  AD,  comply  with  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
AD  before  the  accumulation  of  600  hours 
total  time  in  service. 
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(b)  For  helicopters  with  more  than  600 
hours  total  time  in  service  on  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD,  comply  with  paragraph  (c) 
of  this  AD  within  the  next  100  hours  time 
in  service. 

<c)  Determine  the  part  numbers  of  the 
existing  right  outboard  engine  mount  flanges 
and  washers  and  their  corresponding  re¬ 
placement  flanges  and  washers  and  replace 
the  existing  flanges  and  washers  with  the 
new  flanges  and  washers  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  2  entitled  “Accomplishment  In¬ 
structions”  of  MBB  BO- 105  Service  Bulletin 
No.  60-26,  Revision  1,  dated  October  13,  1976, 
or  an  FAA-approved  equivalent. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective,  on 
October  1, 1976. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1976. 

J.  A.  Ferrarese, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[FR  Doc.70-26659  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  76-GL-17;  Arndt.  39-2713  J 

PART  39 — AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Bellanca  Models  14—19,  14—19—2,  14 — 19— 
3,  14— 19-3A,  17-30,  17-30A,  17-31, 
17-31A,  17-31TC  and  17-31ATC  Air¬ 
planes 

Amendment  39-2583  <41  FR  16793), 
Airworthiness  Directive  76-08-04,  effec¬ 
tive  April  22, 1976,  requires  inspection  for 
wood  deterioration  on  Bellanca  Models 
14-19-2,  14-19-3,  14-19-3A,  17-30,  17- 
30 A,  17-31,  17-31A,  17-31TC  and  17- 
30ATC  airplanes  certificated  in  all 
categories.  After  issuing  Amendment  39- 
2583,  the  Agency  determined  that  Bel¬ 
lanca  Model  14-19  should  be  included  in 
the  Airworthiness  Directive. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  regulation,  it 
is  found  the  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impracticable  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  this  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to  me 
by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697), 
8  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations,  Amendment  39-2583  (41  FR 
16793),  Airworthiness  Directive  76-08-04 
is  amended  by  adding  Bellanca  Model 
14-19  to  the  Airworthiness  Directive  as 
follows : 

Bellanca  Aircraft  Corporation.  Applies  to 
JBellanca  Models  14-19,  14-19-2,  14-19- 
3,  14-19-3A,  17-30,  17-30A,  17-31,  17-31A, 
17-31TC  and  17-31ATC  certificated  In  all 
categories. 

This  amendment  becomes'  effective 
September  9, 1976. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601  and  603  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1968  (49  U.S.C.  1364(a),  1421,  and 
1423)  and  of  sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(C)  )  ) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  on  Au¬ 
gust  26,  1976. 

Leon  C.  Daugherty, 
Acting  Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 
[FR  Doc.76-26827  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  76-GL-16;  Arndt.  39-2712] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Enstrom  Models  F-28,  F-28A,  280,  F-28C 
and  280C 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (49  CFR  11.89) , 
an  airworthiness  directive  was  adopted 
on  August  16,  1976,  and  made  effective 
immediately  as  to  all  known  United 
States  operators  of  Enstrom  helicopters 
Models  F-28,  F-28A,  280,  F-28C  and  280C. 
The  directive  requires  Enstrom  helicop¬ 
ter  owners  to  disassemble  the  tail  rotor 
assembly,  periodically  inspect  the  tail 
rotor  spindle,  and  report  any  evidence  of 
cracks  along  with  certain  technical  in¬ 
formation  to  the  Chief,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch.  Great  Lakes 
Region,  FAA. 

Since  it  was  found  that  immediate  cor¬ 
rective  action  was  required,  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  was  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  contrary  to  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  good  cause  existed  for  making 
the  airworthiness  directive  effective  im¬ 
mediately  as  to  all  known  United  States 
operators  of  Enstrom  helicopters  Models 
F-28,  F-28A,  280,  F-28C  and  280C  by 
individual  airmail  letters  dated  August  17, 
1976.  These  conditions  still  exist  and  the 
airworthiness  directive  is  hereby  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  as  an 
amendment  to  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  make  It 
effective  as  to  all  persons. 

Enstrom.  Applies  to  Enstrom  Models  F-28, 
F-28A,  F-28C,  280  and  2800  helicopters 
certificated  in  all  categories  with  tall 
rotor  spindle  part  number  28-15202.  Be¬ 
cause  of  failures  of  the  tall  rotor  spindle 
with  subsequent  loss  of  directional  con¬ 
trol  within  the  next  five  hours  time  in 
service  after  receipt  of  this  airmail  let¬ 
ter  and  thereafter  at  intervals  not  to 
exceed  100  hours  time  in  service  from 
the  last  inspections  and/or  immediately 
after  any  reported  tall  rotor  strike, 
whichever  occurs  first,  accomplish  the 
following: 

A.  Remove,  disassemble  and  clean  tail  rotor 
assembly  in  accordance  with  manufacturer's 
recommended  procedures  so  that  the  tail 
rotor  spindle  may  be  inspected:  Caution:  To 
maintain  proper  balance,  all  parts  must  be 
marked  and  returned  to  their  original  posi¬ 
tion  in  the  assembly. 

B.  Check  spindle  shaft  runout  (total  indi¬ 
cator  reading — T.I.R.)  at  the  0.668"  diameter 
section.  Remove  from  service  any  spindle 
which  exceeds  .001"  T.I.R.  Replace  with  an 
airworthy  spindle  of  same  part  number  or 
later  FAA-approved  part  number.  (A  new 
part  of  the  same  part  number  is  still  subject 
to  the  inspection  provisions  of  this  A.D.) 

C.  Inspect  the  tail  rotor  spindle  in  the  fil¬ 
let  radius  area  wbere  spindle  section  de¬ 
creases  from  approximately  0.87  Inches  to  0.67 
inches  using  dye  penetrant,  magnetic  particle 
or  other  methods  approved  by  the  Chief,  En¬ 
gineering  &  Manufacturing  Branch,  Great 
Lakes  Region,  FAA.  Caution:  If  magnetic 
particle  inspection  is  used,  it  is  necessary  to 
remove  KP16B  bearing  to  prevent  contamina¬ 
tion. 

D.  If  cracks  are  found,  remove  the  tall  rotor 
spindle  from  service  and  replace  with  a  serv¬ 
iceable  part  of  the  same  part  number  or  later 
FAA-approved  part  number  before  further 
flight.  (A  new  part  of  the  same  part  number 
is  still  subject  to  the  inspection  provisions 
of  this  AD.) 


E.  If  no  cracks  are  found,  reassemble  tail 
rotor  in  exact  reverse  order  of  disassembly 
and  torque  lock  nut  to  40-60  ft.  lbs  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  manufacturer's  recommended 
procedures.  Return  assembly  to  service  until 
next  required  Inspection. 

F.  Report  the  following  to  Chief,  Engineer¬ 
ing  and  Manufacturing  Branch,  AGL-210, 
Great  Lakes  Region,  FAA,  2300  East  Devon 
Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018: 

1.  Initial  torque  of  lock  nut  found  during 
disassembly  in  (A)  above. 

2.  T.I.R.  of  spindle  shaft  found  in  <B) 
above. 

3.  Any  cracks  found  in  accordance  with 
(D)  above. 

(Reporting  approved  by  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget  under  BOB  No.  04-RO174.) 

Enstrom  Service  Directive  Bulletin  No.  37 
covers  this  same  subject. 

This  amendment  is  effective  Septem¬ 
ber  9, 1976,  and  was  effective  upon  receipt 
for  all  recipients  of  the  airmail  letters 
dated  August  17,  1976  which  contained 
this  amendment. 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and 
procedures  identified  and  described  in 
this  directive  are  incorporated  herein 
and  made  a  part  hereof  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552(a)  (1).  All  persons  affected  by 
this  directive  who  have  not  already  re¬ 
ceived  these  documents  from  the  manu¬ 
facturer  may  obtain  copies  upon  request 
to  The  Enstrom  Helicopter  Corporation, 
Menominee  County  Airport,  P.O.  Box 
277,  Menominee,  Michigan  49858.  These 
documents  may  also  be  examined  at  the 
FAA  Great  Lakes  Region,  Engineering 
and  Manufacturing  Branch,  AGL-210, 
2300  East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,,  Il¬ 
linois.  A  historical  file  on  this  AD  which 
includes  the  incorporated  material  in  full 
is  also  maintained  at  that  office. 

The  incorporation  by  reference  provi¬ 
sions  in  this  document  was  approved  by 
the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  19,  1967. 

(Sec.  313(a),  601,  and  603  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1968  (49  U.S.C.  1364(a),  1421,  and 
1423);  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1656(C))) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  Au¬ 
gust  26,  1976. 

Leon  C.  Daugherty, 

Acting  Director,  Great  Lakes  Region. 

[FR  Doc.76-25826  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  76-CE-25-AD;  Amdt.  39-2714] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Gates  Learjet  Models  24,  25,  35,  and  36 
Airplanes 

There  has  been  an  incident  involving  a 
Gates  Learjet  Model  35  airplane  in  which 
it  was  discovered  that  the  AC  inverter 
power  input  wiring  to  the  No.  1  and  No.  2 
AC  inverters  were  cross  wired  to  their  op¬ 
posite  DC  generator  buses.  This  condi¬ 
tion,  if  not  detected  and  corrected,  could 
result  in  the  loss  of  AC  power  to  the  flight 
instruments  and  under  certain  operat¬ 
ing  situations  would  be  extremely  haz¬ 
ardous.  Since  this  condition  may  exist  on 
other  aircraft  of  the  same  type  design, 
an  Airworthiness  Directive  (AD)  is  be¬ 
ing  issued,  applicable  to  certain  serial 
numbers  of  Gates  Learjet  Models  24,  25, 
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35  and  36  airplanes.  It  will  require  a 
check  of  the  aircraft's  Inverters  for 
proper  operation  and  if  the  check  proves 
unsatisfactory,  rewiring  of  the  aircraft’s 
electrical  system  and  a  recheck  to  verify 
proper  operation,  all  in  accordance  with 
applicable  manufacturer's  service  bul¬ 
letins. 

Since  a  situation  exists  which  requires 
expeditious  adoption  of  the  amend¬ 
ment,  notice  and  public  procedure  hereon 
are  impracticable  and  good  cause  exists 
for  making  this  amendment  effective  in 
less  than  thirty  (30)  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  14  CFR  11.89 
(31  FR  13697) .  Section  39.13  of  Part  39 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
AD. 

Oates  Leak  jet.  Applies  to  Models  24  (8erlal 

Numbers  24-230  thru  24-381  and  24- 

333);  25  (Serial  Numbers  25-061  and 

25-067  thru  26-207) ;  36  (Serial  Numbers 

35-001  thru  35-079);  and  36  (Serial 

Numbers  36-001  thru  36-020)  airplanes. 

Compliance :  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished. 

To  determine  that  each  inverter  is  con¬ 
nected  to  the  correct  power  bus,  within  the 
next  25  hours'  time  in  service  sifter  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  AD,  accomplish  the  fol¬ 
lowing  In  accordance  with  Oates  Lear  Jet 
Service  Bulletins  8B  24/25-273,  dated  Au¬ 
gust  9,  1976,  or  SB  35/86-24-3,  dated  Au¬ 
gust  9,  1976,  or  later  approved  revisions,  as 
applicable ; 

(A)  Perform  Inverter  operational  check 
as  outlined  in  the  aforementioned  Service 
Bulletins. 

(B)  If  the  electrical  system  does  not  oper¬ 
ate  as  Indicated  re  the  operational  checks 
required  by  Paragraph  A,  rewire  the  inverter 
Input  power  wiring  per  the  applicable  man¬ 
ufacturer's  Service  Manual  Wiring  Diagram 
and  repeat  the  operational  check  required 
by  Paragraph  A  to  verify  proper  operation 
of  the  electrical  system. 

(C)  Any  equivalent  method  of  compliance 
with  this  AD  must  be  approved  by  the  Chief, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
FAA,  Central  Region. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
September  10, 1976. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601  and  603  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  UJ3.C.  1354(a),  1421  and 
1423);  sec.  6(e)  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion  Act  (49  UJS.C.  1655(c) ) .) 

Issued  In  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on 
August  26, 1976. 

John  E.  Shaw, 

Acting  Director.  Central  Region. 

[FR  Doc.76-25828  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  ami 


i  Airworthiness  Docket  No.  7 6- WE -3-AD; 

Arndt.  39-2717] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
McDonnell  Douglas  DC-10  Series  Airplanes 

Amendment  39-2567  (41  FR  14366), 
AD  76-07-06  requires  application  of  op¬ 
erating  limitations,  or  deactivation  of 
the  auto  spoilers,  or  other  equivalent  ap¬ 
proved  procedures  to  assure  automatic 
disarming  in  the  event  of  Inadvertent 
deployment  of  the  spoiler  during  take¬ 
off.  After  issuing  Amendment  19-8667, 


the  McDonnell  Douglas  Corporation  re¬ 
leased  Service  Bulletin  27-147  dated 
July  16, 1976,  which  modifies  the  ground 
spoiler  knockdown  cam  assembly  such 
that  the  aforementioned  deactivation  or 
limitations  are  no  longer  necessary. 
Therefore,  the  FAA  is  amending  this  AD 
to  provide  for  removal  of  the  operating 
limitations  and  deactivation  require¬ 
ments  defined  in  Amendment  39-2567, 
after  incorporation  of  Service  Bulletin 
27-147  on  all  affected  airplanes  in  an 
operator’s  fleet.  Incorporation  on  a  fleet¬ 
wide  basis  is  necessary  to  avoid  the 
added  pilot  work  load  and  possible  un¬ 
certainty  in  determining  whether  the 
above  service  bulletin  is  accomplished  in 
the  specific  airplane  to  be  flown. 

Since  this  amendment  relieves  restric¬ 
tions  and  imposes  no  additional  burden 
on  any  person,  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  unnecessary  and  the 
amendment  may  be  made  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697), 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Regulations,  Amendment  39-2567 
(41  FR  14366),  AD  76-07-06  is  amended 
by  adding  paragraph  (d)  as  follows; 
McDonnell  Douglas  ••  •  • 

•  •  •  •  * 

(d)  The  limitations  required  by  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  and  (b)  and  the  placard  required 
by  paragraph  (c)  may  be  removed  and  the 
auto-spoilers  system  may  be  reactivated 
after  all  ground  spoiler  knockdown  cam  as¬ 
semblies  on  applicable  airplanes  In  an  op¬ 
erator's  fleet  have  been  replaced  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  McDonnell  Douglas  Service  Bul¬ 
letin  27-147  dated  July  16,  1976  or  later  FAA 
approved  revisions  or  production  equivalents 
approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engineering 
Division,  FAA  Western  Region. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
September  10, 1976. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  UJS.C.  1354(a),  1421,  and 
1423)  and  of  sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(C)).) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California  on 
August  26,  1976. 

W.  K.  Fisher, 

Acting  Director, 
FAA  Western  Region. 

(FR  Doc.76  25831  Filed  9-1-76; 8 : 45  am] 


(Docket  No.  76-EA-55;  Arndt.  39-2715] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Piper  Aircraft 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration  Is 
amending  S  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to  issue 
an  airworthiness  directive  applicable  to 
Piper  PA-30  and  PA-30  type  aircraft. 

There  have  been  reports  of  cracks  in 
the  bend  relief  cutouts  of  the  forward 
fin  attachment  channel  assembly  on  the 
subject  type  aircraft.  Since  this  defici¬ 
ency  can  exist  or  develop  on  similar  type 
aircraft,  an  airworthiness  directive  la 
being  issued  which  will  require  the  in¬ 
spection  and,  if  necessary  replacement  of 
the  forward  fin  attachment  channel. 


In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  because 
the  deficiency  is  one  which  affects  air 
safety,  notice  and  public  procedure 
hereon  are  impractical  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  the  amendment  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator,  14  CFR  1L89 
[31  FR  13697]  S  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is  amended 
by  issuing  a  new  Airworthiness  Directive 
as  follows: 

Piper:  Applies  to  Models  PA-30,  Serial  Nos. 
30-1  through  30-2000,  and  PA-89,  Serial 
No.  39-1  through  39-155  Certificated  In 
all  Categories 

To  prevent  possible  hazards  In  flight  as¬ 
sociated  with  cracks  in  the  radius  of  the  bend 
relief  boles  of  the  forward  fln  attachment 
channel  assembly  accomplish  the  following 
within  the  next  50  hours  In  service  from 
the  effective  date  of  this  AD  unless  previously 
accomplished. 

a.  Visually  Inspect  the  forward  fin  at¬ 
tachment  channel  P/N  22903-00  around  the 
radius  of  the  bend  relief  cutouts  for  cracks 
using  a  magnifying  glass  of  at  least  five  power 
or  an  approved  equivalent  inspection. 

b.  Cracked  parts  must  be  replaced  with  a 
part  of  the  same  number  or  equivalent  that 
has  been  Inspected  in  accordance  with  this 
AD  and  found  acceptable  prior  to  further 
flight,  except  that  the  Airplane  may  be  flown 
in  accordance  with  FAR  21.197  to  a  base 
where  a  repair  can  be  made. 

c.  Equivalent  Inspections  and  parts  must  be 
approved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA,  Eastern  Region. 

(Piper  Service  Letter  No.  77  refers  to  this 
subject) . 

This  amendment  is  effective  Septem¬ 
ber  10,  1976. 

(Sec.  313(a),  601  and  603  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  OS.C.  1354(a),  1421  and 
1423),  and  sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)  ) .) 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  August  26, 
1976. 

L.  J.  Cardinalt, 

Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 

(FR  Doc.76-25829  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  76-EA-67;  Arndt.  39-2716] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Piper  Aircraft 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
is  amending  §  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
issue  an  airworthiness  directive  appli¬ 
cable  to  Piper  PA-3  IT  type  aircraft. 

There  have  been  reports  of  cracking 
of  the  elevator  hinge  bearings  and  other 
parts  of  the  elevator  and  elevator  tab 
support  structure  on  the  subject  type  air¬ 
craft.  Since  this  deficiency  can  exist  or 
develop  on  similar  type  aircraft,  an  air¬ 
worthiness  directive  is  being  Issued  which 
will  require  alteration  of  the  stabilizer/ 
elevator /elevator  tab  structure  by  incor¬ 
poration  of  a  kit. 

-  In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  because 
the  deficiency  is  one  which  affects  air 
safety,  notice  and  public  procedure  here¬ 
on  are  impractical  and  good  cause  exists 
for  making  the  amendment  effective  In 
less  than  30  days. 
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In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authorltr  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator,  14  CFR  11.89 
r  3 1  FR  136971  |  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is  amended 
by  issuing  a  new  Airworthiness  Directive 
as  follows: 

Piper:  Applies  to  Model  PA-31T,  Serial  Nos. 
31T-7400001  through  31T-7620039  certifi¬ 
cated  In  all  categories. 

To  prevent  possible  hazards  In  flight  associ¬ 
ated  with  cracks  In  the  elevator  and  elevator 
tab  support  structure,  accomplish  the  fol¬ 
lowing  within  the  next  fifty  hours  In  service 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD  unless 
previously  accomplished. 

(a)  Alter  the  stabllizer/elevator/elevator 
tab  structure  In  accordance  with  Piper  Eleva¬ 
tor  Hinge  Modification  Kit  No.  761  056  or  ap¬ 
proved  equivalent  alteration. 

(b)  Equivalent  alterations  must  be  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manu¬ 
facturing  Branch,  FAA,  Eastern  Region. 
(Piper  Service  Bulletin  No.  504  refers  to  this 
subject) . 

This  amendment  Is  effective  Septem¬ 
ber  10,  1976. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.G.  1354(a),  1421 
and  1423),  and  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1666(c) ) ) 


Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  on  August  26, 
1976. 


L.  J.  Cardinali. 

Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 


|FR  Doc.76-25830  Filed  9-1-76:6:45  am| 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  76-CE-81 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area;  Correction 

On  July  15, 1976,  a  Final  Rule  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR 
29094) ,  FR  Doc.  76-20363,  which  in  part 
altered  the  transition  area  at  Grain  Val¬ 
ley,  Missouri.  However,  in  the  alteration 
redesignation  the  last  line  thereof  incor¬ 
rectly  reads  “area  to  8  miles  northeast 
of  the  airport”.  It  should  have  read  “area 
to  the  VORTAC.”.  Action  is  taken  herein 
to  make  this  correction. 

Since  this  amendment  is  editorial  in 
nature  and  imposes  no  additional  burden 
on  any  person,  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  “area 
to  8  miles  northeast  of  the  airport”  as 
set  forth  in  the  Grain  Valley,  Missouri, 
transition  area  redesignation  in  FR  Doc. 
76-20363  is  deleted  and  “area  to  the 
VORTAC"  is  substituted  therefor. 

(See.  307(b)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1968  (49 
US.C.  1348)  ;  sec.  6(c)  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  UJ3.C.  1655(c) ) .) 

Issued  In  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  on 
August  20,  1976. 

C.  R.  Melugin,  Jr„ 
Director,  Central  Region. 

(FR  Doc.76-26610  Filed  9-1-76; 8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-SW-39] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  alter  the  transition  area  at 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

On  July  12,  1976,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (41  FR  28534)  stating  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  transition  area  at 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  comments. 
All  comments  received  were  favdrable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t.,  Novem¬ 
ber  4,  1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  Section  71.181  (41  FR  440),  the 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  transition  area  is 
amended  by  deleting: 

and  within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  Cimarron. 
Okla.,  Municipal  Airport  (latitude  35"29'- 
15“  N.,  longitude  97o49'00''  W.) 

and  adding: 

within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Wiley  Post 
VOR  (latitude  35°31'68.4“  N.,  longitude 
97  38  48.7“  W.)  269*  radial  extending 

from  the  23-mUe-radlus  area  to  7  miles 
west  of  the  Wiley  Poet  VOR:  and  within  a 
5-mile  radius  of  the  Cimarron,  Okla., 
Municipal  Airport  (latitude  35°29T5”  N., 
longitude  97<’49'00“  W  ). 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348);  sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Issued  in  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  24, 1976. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 
Director,  Southwest  Region. 
(FR  Doc.76-25660  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am( 


( Airspace  Docket  No.  76-SW-38] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  Is  to  alter  the  transition  area  at 
Ardmore,  Okla. 

On  July  12,  1976,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (41  FR  28535)  stating  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  transition  area  at  Ard¬ 
more,  Okla. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were  fa¬ 
vorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  la 
amended,  effective  0901  O.M.T.,  Novem¬ 
ber  4,  1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 


In  §  71.181  (41  FR  440>,  the  Ardmore. 
Okla.,  transition  area  is  amended  by 
adding: 

and  within  3.5  miles  each  side  of  the  1G8’ 
bearing  from  the  Downtown  Ardmore  NDB 
(latitude  34*09 *20“  N.,  longitude  97*07'- 
36“  W.)  extending  from  the  5-mlle-radiu.s 
area  to  11.5  miles  south  of  the  NDB. 

(Sec.  307(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)).) 

Issued  in  Forth  Worth,  Tex.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  24. 1976. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 
Director,  Southwest  Region. 
|Fr  Doc.76-25661  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  76-SO-57] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  July  12,  1976,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (41  FR  28533),  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  was  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  that  would  designate  the  Green¬ 
ville,  Ky.,  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  There  were  no  comments  received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended,  effective  0901  Om.t., 
November  4,  1976,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

In  §  71.181  (41  FR  440),  the  following 
transition  is  added: 

Greenville,  Kt. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.5-mlle 
radius  of  Muhlenberg  County  Airport  (lat. 
37*13'30“  N.,  long.  87°09'31“  W). 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  US.C.  1348(a))  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655 
<c))) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  August  23. 
1976. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 
(FR  Doc  76-25663  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  ami 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-SO-79) 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  Is  to  alter  the  Miami,  Fla.,  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

The  Miami  transition  area  is  described 
In  |  71.181  (41  FR  440)  and  contains  an 
extension  predicated  on  the  289*  bearing 
of  the  Perrine  RBN.  The  Initial  approach 
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bearing  for  the  NDB  RWY  9R  instru¬ 
ment  approach  procedure  has  been 
changed  from  269°  to  274*  and  it  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  alter  the  description  to  reflect 
this  change.  Since  this  amendment  is 
minor  in  nature,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901,  November  4, 
1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  8  71.181  (41  FR  440),  the  Miami, 
Fla.,  transition  area  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

•  •  269*  •  •  •”  is  deleted  and 

•  •  274*  *  *  •*'  Is  substituted  there¬ 
for. 

(Sec.  807(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  UJS.C.  1348(a))  aec.  6(c)  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.SC.  1665 
<c))) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  August  23, 
1976. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek. 

Director,  Southern  Region. 

| FR  Doc .76-25664  Filed  9-1 -76; 8: 45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-SO-69] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON* 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  July  12,  1976,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (41  FR  28533),  stating  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  was 
considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  designate  the  Ocracoke,  N.C., 
transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
Is  amended,  effective  0901  GMT,  No¬ 
vember  4,  1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (41  FR  440),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

ocracoke,  n.c. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700  feet 
above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  Ocracoke  Island  Airport  (lat.  85*06'04" 
N.,  long.  75°57'67"  W.);  within  3  miles  each 
aide  of  the  069'  bearing  from  the  Ocra¬ 
coke  RBN  (lat.  35°06'16"  N.,  long.  75°67'- 
50”  W.) ,  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
area  to  8.5  miles  northeast  of  the  RBN, 
excluding  the  portion  outside  the  con¬ 
tinental  limits  of  the  United  States. 

(Sec.  307(a) ,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
UJ3.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.6.C.  1665(c)).) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga  ,  on  August  23, 

1976. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 
[FR  Doc .76-26665  Filed  9-1-76:8  46  am) 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-SO-66] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and  Transition 
Area 

On  July  12,  1976,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (41  FR  28534)  stating  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  was 
considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  Hopkinsville,  Ky.,  con¬ 
trol  zone  and  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule- 
making  through  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  No  comments  were  received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing^Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0901  GMT,  No¬ 
vember  4,  1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §71.181  (41  FR  40),  the  Hopkins¬ 
ville  control  zone  is  amended  to  read: 

HOPKINSVILLE,  KY. 

<•*  *  •  within  1.5  miles  each  side  of  Campbell 
TACAN  053°  radial,  extending  from  the  6- 
mlle  radius  zone  to  5.5  miles  northeast  of 

the  TACAN; . is  deleted.  In  addition, 

“•  •  •  the  VOR  •  •  •”  is  deleted  and  “•  •  • 
the  VOR;  within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Sabre 
Army  Heliport,  Ft.  Campbell,  Ky.  (lat. 
36°34'14”  N.,  long.  87°28'50”  W.)  •  »  •” 
is  substituted  therefor. 

In  §71.181  (41  FR  40),  the  Hopkins¬ 
ville  transition  area  is  amended  to  read : 

HOPKINSVILLE,  KY. 

•••  *  •  long.  87°24'62”  W.) . is  deleted 

and  “•  *  •  long.  87°24'62”  W.);  within  a 
5-mile  radius  of  Sabre  Army  Heliport,  Ft. 
Campbell,  Ky.  (lat.  36°34'14”  N.,  long. 
87,28'60''  W.)  *  •  '"is  substituted  there¬ 
for. 

(Sec.  307  (a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  UJ3.C.  1655(c))) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  23,  1976. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 
|FR  Doc.76-25666  Filed  9-1-76; 8  45  am) 


lAirspace  Docket  No.  76-SO-60) 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  of  Control  Zone 

On  July  12,  1976,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (41  FR  28533) ,  stating  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  was 
considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  designate  the  Bogue,  N.C.,  control 
zone. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  participate  in  the  rulemak¬ 
ing  through  the  submission  of  comments. 
All  comments  received  were  favorable. 


In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  GMT,  Novem¬ 
ber  4,  1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §71.171  (41  FR  355),  the  follow¬ 
ing  control  zone  is  added: 

BOGUE,  NjC. 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  MCALF  Bogue 
Field,  N.C.,  (latitude  34*41'25”  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  77°0i'46”  W.).  This  control  zone  is  ef- 
‘  fectlve  during  the  specific  dates  and  times 
established  in  advance  by  Notice  to  Air¬ 
men.  The  effective  date  and  time  wUl  there¬ 
after  be  continuously  published  in  the  Air¬ 
man’s  Information  Manual. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49 
U.S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1656(c))). 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  August 
24,  1976. 

Phillip  M.  Swatek, 
Director,  Southern  Region. 
|FR  Doc.76-25667  Filed  9-1-76:8:43  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-WA-14) 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

Extension  of  Federal  Airway 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  extend  the  Clarksburg,  W.  Va., 
139°M(135°T)  radial  in  V-162  from  29 
NM  to  32  NM. 

Since  this  amendment  is  a  minor  mat¬ 
ter  on  which  the  public  would  have  no 
particular  desire  to  comment  and  no 
substantive  change  in  the  regulations  is 
effected,  notice  and  public  procedure 
thereon  are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  GMT,  November 
4,  1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

§  71.123  (41  FR  307)  is  amended  as 
follows: 

In  V-162  “Elkins,  W.  Va.,  092'”  is 
deleted  and  “Elkins,  W.  Va.,  098'”  is  sub¬ 
stituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  <49 
U.S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  US.C.  1655(c) ) ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D  C.,  on  August 
27,  1976. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division 

|FR  Doc.76-25668  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-OL-21  ] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Alteration  and  Extension  of  VOR  Airway 

On  June  10,  1976,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  (NPRM)  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (41  FR  23421)  stat¬ 
ing  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Admin  ls- 


REDERAl  REGISTER,  VOl.  41,  NO.  172— THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  2,  1976 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


37099 


tration  (PAA)  was  considering  an 
amendment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  that  would  extend 
V-217  from  Duluth,  Minn.,  VORTAC  to 
Winnipeg,  Manitoba,  VORTAC  and  re¬ 
align  V-129W  between  the  Hibbing, 
Minn.,  VORTAC  and  the  International 
Falls,  Minn.,  VORTAC. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  The  Department  of 
the  Air  Force  objected  to  the  proposed 
airway  transiting  the  Beaver  MOA  since 
it  has  been  established  for  Air  Force 
training  activities.  The  FAA  concurs  with 
the  Air  Force  and  the  portion  of  the  air¬ 
way  which  lies  within  the  Beaver  MOA 
will  be  excluded  during  the  times  the 
Beaver  MOA  is  activated. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  is  amended,  effective  0901  G.m.t., 
November  4,  1976,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

5  71.123  (41  FR  307,  30104)  is  amended 
as  follows : 

1.  In  V-129  “INT  Hibbing  325°”  is  de¬ 
leted  and  "INT  Hibbing  319*"  is  substi¬ 
tuted  therefor. 

2.  In  V-217  “Duluth,  Minn."  is  de¬ 
leted.  and  "Duluth,  Minn.;  Hibbing, 
Minn.;  Baudette,  Minn.;  INT  Baudette 
313°  and  Winnipeg,  Manitoba,  108°  ra- 
dials;  to  Winnipeg.  The  airspace  within 
Canada  is  excluded.  In  addition,  the  por¬ 
tion  of  this  airway  which  lies  within  the 
Beaver  MOA  is  excluded  during  the  times 
the  Beaver  MOA  is  activated."  is  added. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1058 
(49  TJ.S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c)  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  UJ3.C.  1655(c) ) .) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  27. 1976. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

| FR  Doc.76-25671  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  75-NW-2] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  of  Additional  Control  Area 

On  July  1,  1976.  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  (NPRM)  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (41  FR  27084) 
stating  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration  (FAA)  was  considering  an 
amendment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  that  would  estab¬ 
lish  offshore  controlled  airspace  on  the 
United  States  west  coast. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  participate  in  the  proposed 
rule  making  through  the  submission  of 
comments.  No  objections  were  received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0901  Q.m.t.,  November 
4. 1976,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  9  71.163  (41  FR  348)  the  Newport, 
Oreg.,  additional  control  area  is  added  as 
follows: 


NEWPORT,  OREG. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  5,000 
feet  MSL  bounded  on  the  north  by  the 
Vancouver  Oceanic  Control  boundary,  on 
the  east  by  a  line  beginning  at  Lat. 
48*30'00"  N„  Long.  124*44W'  W.,  thence 
extending  southward  3  nautical  mUee  west 
at  and  parallel  to  the  shoreline,  thence  via 
the  west  edge  of  V-27W  and  V-27  to  the 
Oakland  ARTCC  Flight  Advisory  Area,  on 
the  south  by  the  Oakland  ARTCC  Flight 
Advisory  Area,  and  on  the  west  by  the  Oak¬ 
land  Oceanic  Control  boundary. 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  1110,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a),  and  1510),  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  10854  (24  FR  9565);  sec.  6(c),  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  UJ3C. 
1655(c))) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
27.  1976 


William  E.  Broadwater, 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division . 
I  FR  Doc.76-25672  Filed  9-1-76;  8: 45  am] 


|  Airspace  Docket  No.  76-EA-17] 


PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Correction  to  Effective  Date 

The  effective  date  for  the  subject 
docket  as  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  of  July  1,  1976  (41  FR  27029)  is 
December  30,  1976.  Due  to  acceleration 
of  site  acquisition,  the  effective  date  of 
the  proposed  rule  altering  the  Allen¬ 
town,  Pa.,  Control  Zone  (41  FR  357)  and 
Transition  Area  (41  FR  443)  is  here¬ 
with  advanced  to  0901  GMT  November 
4, 1976. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348),  and  sec.  6(c) 
Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1655(c)).) 


Issued  in  Jamaica,  N.Y.  on  August  26, 
1976. 


L:  J.  Cardinali, 

Acting  Director,  Eastern  Region. 


I  FR  Doc  76-25826  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am  | 


[  Airspace  Docket  No.  76-  GL-8] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  page  11841  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  dated  March  22,  1976,  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  published  a  No¬ 
tice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  which 
would  amend  S  71.181  of  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  so  as  to 
designate  a  transition  area  at  Litchfield, 
Illinois. 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
to  submit  written  comments,  suggestions 
or  objections  regarding  the  proposed 
amendment. 

No  objections  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  amendment  is  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  Is  set  forth 
below. 


This  amendment  shall  be  effective 
0901  GMT,  November  4,  1976. 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  UJ3.C.  1348),  and  eec.  6(c)  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.8.C.  1655(c) ) .) 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  on  Au¬ 
gust  26. 1976. 

Leon  C.  Daugherty, 

Acting  Director, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

In  §  71.181  (41  FR  440),  the  following 
transition  area  is  added: 

Litchfield,  Illinois 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  the  Litchfield  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
39<’09'54''  N„  longitude  89*40'22”  W.);  and 
within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  079*  bearing 
from  the  airport,  extending  from  the  6-mile 
radius  area  to  8  miles  east  of  the  airport. 

(FR  Doc.76-25824  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  ami 


|  Airspace  Docket  No.  76-WE-9] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 

POINTS 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 
Designation  of  Temporary  Restricted  Areas 

On  April  8,  1976,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  (NPRM)  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (41  FR  14896)  stat¬ 
ing  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA)  was  considering  amend¬ 
ments  to  Parts  71  and  73  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  that  would  desig¬ 
nate  several  temporary  restricted  areas 
over  portions  of  Calif.,  and  Nev.,  for  use  ' 
in  evaluating  the  capability  of  an  air¬ 
borne  aircraft  to  provide  command,  con¬ 
trol,  communications  and  surveillance  for 
tactical  forces  in  a  congested  area.  Mili¬ 
tary  Air  Maneuvers  in  support  of  this 
test  will  be  conducted  from  0800  PST  to 
1200  PST  daily,  November  8,  1976, 

through  November  16,  1976.  These  re¬ 
stricted  areas  would  also  be  included  In 
the  Continental  Control  Area  for  the 
duration  of  their  time  of  designation. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  Three  comments  were 
received,  all  objecting  to  the  proposal. 
After  consultation  with  the  Department 
of  the  Air  Force,  these  objections  were 
withdrawn.  Additionally,  because  of  the 
length  of  consultations  and  the  unavail¬ 
ability  of  certain  types  of  aircraft  per¬ 
tinent  to  this  exercise,  the  times/dates 
of  the  exercise  have  been  set  back  as  in¬ 
dicated.  All  concerned  parties  have  been 
so  advised  and  their  concurrence  has  been 
received.  Further,  the  Department  of  the 
Air  Force  requested  that  the  following 
statement  be  made  in  order  to  emphasize 
the  short  duration  of  the  test  exercise. 
“Sorties  exceeding  430  for  each  daily 
evaluation  will  be  conducted  twice,  with 
a  nonflying  day  between  to  analyze  col¬ 
lected  data.  Weather  permitting,  the  test 
will  be  conducted  on  November  8  and  10, 
1976,  at  which  time  the  temporary  re¬ 
stricted  area  will  be  returned  to  FAA.  If 
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weather  precludes  conducting  the  test  on 
November  8  and  10,  the  entire  test  will 
slip  until  favorable  weather  conditions 
are  available,  during  the  November  8 
through  16  time  frame.” 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Parts  71  and  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended,  effective  0901 
GMT,  November  4,  1976,  as  hereinafter 
set  forth. 

In  §  71.151  (41  FR  345)  the  following 
temporary  restricted  areas  are  included 
for  the  duration  of  their  time  of  desig¬ 
nation  from  0800  PST  to  1200  PST  daily, 
November  8,  1976,  through  November  16, 
1976. 

R4818A  Sierra,  Nev.  R-4818G1  Sierra,  Nev. 
R-4818B  Sierra,  Nev.  R-4818G2  Sierra,  Nev. 
R-4818C  Sierra,  Nev.  R4818H1  Sierra,  Nev. 
R-4818D  Sierra,  Nev.  R4818H2  Sierra,  Nev. 
R-4818E  Sierra,  Nev.  R4818I1  Sierra,  Nev. 
Rr-4818F1  Sierra,  Nev.  R4818I2  Sierra,  Nev. 
R-4818F2  Sierra,  Nev. 

In  §  73.48  (41  FR  681)  the  following 
temporary  restricted  areas  are  added : 

R-4818A  Sierra,  Nev. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  36*30*00”  N., 
Long.  116*47*00"  W,  clockwise  to  Lat. 
35*39  00"  N.,  Long.  115°63'00"  W.,  to  Lat. 
86°19'00"  N.,  Long.  116*19*00"  W.,  thence 
along  the  eastern  and  northern  boundaries 
of  R-2602E,  R-2502N.  and  R-2524  to  Lat. 
35*36*00"  N.,  Long.  117*26*00"  W„  to  Lat. 
35*40*25"  N.,  Long.  117*26*00”  W.,  thence 
along  the  eastern  and  northern  boundaries 
of  R-2505  to  Lat.  36*14*00"  N„  Long. 
117*53*00”  W.,  to  Lat.  86*14*00"  N.,  Long. 
118*34*30"  W.,  to  Lat.  87*12*00"  N.,  Long. 
118*34*30"  W.,  to  Lat.  37*12*00’  N.,  Long. 
11-7*20*00”  W„  to  Lat.  36*30*00"  N„  Long. 
116*66*00"  W.,  to  point  of  beginning. 
Designated  altitudes.  3000  feet  AGL  to  FL 
200. 

Time  of  designation.  0800  PST  to  1200  PST 
dally,  November  8-November  16,  1976 
Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Los  Angeles  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  US  Air  Force  Tactical  Air 
Command  (TAC),  Langley  AFB,  Va.  23665 

R— 4818B  Sierra,  Nev. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  35*07*00".  N„ 
Long.  116*34*00”  W.,  Clockwise  to  Lat. 
35*01*30"  N.,  Long.  116*41*00"  W.,  to 
Lat.  34*56*00"  N.,  Long.  117*09*00”  W., 
thence  along  the  southern  boundary  of 
R-2515  and  R-2502E  to  point  of  beginning. 
Designated  altitudes.  3000  feet  AGL  to  FL 
200. 

Time  of  designation.  0800  PST  to  1200  PST 
dally,  November  8-November  16,  1976 
Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Los  Angeles  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  US  Air  Force  Tactical  Air  Com¬ 
mand  (TAC) ,  Langley  AFB,  Va.  23665 

R-4818C  Sierra,  Nev. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  36*14*00"  N., 
Long.  117*53*00"  W.,  Clockwise  along  the 
western  and  southern  boundaries  of  R-2505 
to  Lat.  35*40*26"  N.,  Long.  117*25*00"  W., 
to  Lat.  35*36*00’'  N.,  Long.  117*26*00”  W.. 
thence  along  the  western  boundaries  of 
R-2624  and  R-251B  to  Lat.  34*62*00"  N., 
Long.  118*06*00"  W.,  to  Lat.  34*67*00"  N., 
Long.  118*21*30"  W.,  to  Lat.  36*14*30”  N., 
Long.  118*34*30"  W.,  to  Lat,  86 *14*00"  N„ 
Long.  118*34*30"  W.,  to  point  of  beginning. 
Designated  altitudes.  6000  feet  AGL  to  FL 
200. 

Time  of  designation.  0800  PST  to  1200  PST 
daily,  November  8-November  16, 1976 


Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Los  Angeles  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  US  Air  Force  Tactical  Air  Com¬ 
mand  (TAC),  Langley  AFB,  Va.  23666 

R-4818D  Sierra,  Nev. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  37*12*00"  N., 
Long.  118*36*00"  W.,  Clockwise  to  Lat. 
37*15*30"  N„  Long.  118*35*00"  W.,  to  Lat. 
37*30*00"  N.,  Long.  118*01*00"  W.,  to  Lat. 
37*30*00"  N.,  Long.  117*26*30”  W.,  to  Lat. 
37*21*15"  N.,  Long.  117*20*00"  W.,  to  Lat. 
37*12*00"  N.,  Long.  117*20*00"  W.,  to  point 
of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  14,000  feet  AGL  to  FL 
240. 

Time  of  designation.  0800  PST  to  1200  PST 
dally,  November  8-November  16,  1976 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Los  Angeles  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  US  Air  Force  Tactical  Air  Com¬ 
mand  (TAC),  Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Va. 
23665 

R-4818E  Sierra,  Nev. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  37*63*00"  N., 
Long.  117*01*00"  W.,  Clockwise  along  the 
western  boundary  of  R-4807  to  Lat.  37*27' 
30"  N„  Long.  117*05*00"  W  .  to  Lat.  37*37' 
00"  N.,  Long.  117*15*00*'  W.,  to  point  of  be¬ 
ginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  14,000  feet  AGL  to  FL 
240. 

Time  of  designation.  0800  PST  to  1200  PST 
daily,  November  8-November  16,  1976 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Los  Angeles  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  US  Air  Force  Tactical  Air  Com¬ 
mand  (TAC),  Langley  Air  Force  Base.  Va. 
23665 

R-4818F1  Sierra,  Nev 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  38*00*00"  N., 
Long.  116*26*00"  W.,  Clockwise  to  Lat. 
38*01*00"  N.,  Long.  116*00*00"  W  ,  to  Lat. 
38  04*30”  N.,  Long.  116*18*00"  W.,  to  Lat. 
37*17*00"  N.,  Long.  115*18*00"  W.,  thence 
along  the  northeastern  boundaries  of 
R-4806,  R-4808,  and  R-4807  to  Lat.  37*- 
53’00"  N.,  Long.  116*26*00"  W„  to  point  of 
beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  600  feet  AGL  to  FL  180. 

Time  of  designation.  0800  PST  to  1200  PST 
dally,  November  8-November  16,  1976 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Los  Angeles  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  US  Air  Force  Tactical  Air 
Command  (TAC).  Langley  AFB,  Va.  23665 

R— 4818F2  Sierra,  Nev. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  38 ‘00*00"  N., 
Long.  116*26*00"  W.,  Clockwise  to  Lat. 
38*01*00"  N.,  Long.  116*00*00"  W„  to  Lat. 
38*04*30"  N.,  Long.  115*18*00"  W.,  to  Lat. 
37*17*00"  N.,  Long.  116*18*00"  W.,  thence 
along  the  north /eastern  boundaries  of 
R-4806,  R-4808,  and  R-4807  to  Lat. 

37*53*00"  N.,  Long.  116*26*00"  W.,  to  point 
of  beginning. 

Designated  Altitudes.  FL  180  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  FL  350. 

Time  of  designation.  0800  PST  to  1200  PST 
dally,  November  8-November  16,  1976 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Los  Angeles  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  US  Air  Force  Tactical  Air 
Command  (TAC),  Langley  AFB,  Va.  23666 

R-4818G1  Sierra,  Nev. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  37*17*00"  N., 
Long.  116*18*00"  W.,  Clockwise  to  Lat. 
38*04*30"  N.,  Long.  116*18*00"  W.,  to  Lat. 
38*08*00"  N..  Long.  114*25*00"  W„  to  Lat. 
37*53*00"  N.,  Long.  118*39*00"  W.,  to  Lat. 
37*17*00”  N.,  Long.  114*07*00"  W.,  to  point 
of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  800  feet  AGL  to  FL 
180. 


Time  of  designation.  0800  PST  to  1200  PST 
daily,  November  8-November  16, 1976 
Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Los  Angeles  ARTC  Center. ' 

Using  agency.  US  Air  Force  Tactical  Air 
Command  (TAC) ,  Langley  Air  Force  Base. 
Va. 23665 

R-4818G2  Sierra,  Nev. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  37°17”00"  N., 
Long.  116*18*00”  W.,  Clockwise  to  Lat. 
38*04*30"  N„  Long.  115*18*00"  W.,  to  Lat. 
38*08*00"  N.,  Long.  114*26*00"  W.,  to  Lat. 
37*63*00”  N.,  Long.  113*39*00"  W.,  to  Lat. 
37*17*00"  N.,  Long.  114*07*00"  W.,  to  point 
of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  FL  180  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  FL  350. 

Time  of  designation.  0800  PST  to  1200  PST 
dally,  November  8-November  16,  1976 
Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Los  Angeles  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  US  Air  Force  Tactical  Air 
Command  (TAC),  Langley  Air  Force  Base, 
Va.  23666 

R-4818H1  Sierra,  Nev. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  37*17*00"  N., 
Long.  116*18*00”  W.,  Clockwise  to  Lat. 
37*17*00”  N.,  Long.  114*07*00"  W.,  to  Lat. 
36*63*00"  N.,  Long.  114*26*00"  W.,  to  Lat. 
36*63*00"  N„  Long.  115*18*00"  W  ,  to  point 
of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  500  feet  AGL  to  FL 
180. 

Time  of  designation.  0800  PST  to  1200  PST 
dally,  November  8-November  16,  1976 
Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Los  Angeles  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  US  Air  Force  Tactical  Air 
Command  (TAC),  Langley  Air  Force  Base. 
Va. 23665 

R4818H2  Sierra,  Nev. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  37*17*00"  N., 
Long.  115*18*00”  W.,  Clockwise  to  Lat. 
37*17*00"  N„  Long.  114*07*00"  W.,  to  lAt 
36*53*00"  N.,  Long.  114*26*00"  W„  to  Lat. 
36*53*00”  N..  Long.  115*18*00"  W„  to  point 
of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  FL  180  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  FL  350. 

Time  of  designation.  0800  PST  to  1200  PST 
daily,  November  8-November  16,  1976 
Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Los  Angeles  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  US  Air  Force  Tactical  Air 
Command  (TAC),  Langley  Air  Force  Base, 
Va. 23665 

R-4818I1  Sierra,  Nev. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  36°53'00"  N., 
Long.  116*18*00”  W.,  Clockwise  to  Lat. 
36*53*00"  N„  Long.  114*26*00"  W.,  to  Lat. 
36*43*00"  N.,  Long.  114*33*30"  W.,  to  Lat. 
36*43*00"  N„  Long.  114*63*00"  W.,  to  Lat. 
36*41*00"  N.,  Long.  116*18*00"  W.,  to  point 
of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  600  feet  AGL  to  FL 
180. 

Time  of  designation.  0800  PST  to  1200  PST 
daily.  November  8-November  16, 1976 
Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration.  Los  Angeles  ARTC  Center. 
Using  agency.  US  Air  Force  Tactical  Air  Com¬ 
mand  (TAC),  Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Va 
23665 

R-4818I2  Sierra,  Nev. 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  36*63*00"  N., 
Long.  116*18*00"  W.,  Clockwise  to  Lat. 
36*53*00”  N„  Long.  114*26*00"  W.,  to  Lat. 
36*26*00"  N„  Long.  114*45*00"  W.,  to  Lat. 
36*43*00*’  N„  Long.  114*53*00"  W.,  to  Lat. 
36*41*00”  N„  Long.  116*18*00"  W.,  to  point 
of  beginning. 

Designated  altiudes.  FL  180  to  and  including 
FL  850. 
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Time  of  designation.  0800  PST  to  1200  PST 
dally,  November  8-November  16,  1976 
Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Los  Angeles  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  US  Air  Force  Tactical  Air  Com¬ 
mand  (TAC),  Langley  Air  Force  Base,  Va. 
23665 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c)  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655  (c)).) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
27,  1976. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 
(FF,  Doc.76-25670  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am| 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  76-WE-21] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  AREA  LOW  ROUTES,  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE,  AND  REPORTING 
POINTS 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 
Division  of  Restricted  Area 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
Parts  71  and  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  to  divide  Bullion  Moun¬ 
tains  South,  Calif.,  R-2501S  into  two 
areas  (R-2501S  and  R-2501W)  and  to 
correct  the  title  of  the  Bullion  Moun¬ 
tains  Restricted  Areas  within  the  Con¬ 
tinental  Control  Area. 

These  actions  will  not  alter  the  exter¬ 
nal  dimensions  nor  the  present  altitude 
limitations.  Controlling  and  using  agen¬ 
cies  will  remain  the  same  as  will  the 
time  of  designation  and  scheduled  activ¬ 
ities.  They  will  provide  more  flexible 
management  and  make  the  airspace  more 
easily  available  for  public  use  when  it  is 
not  in  use  by  the  using  agency.  Because 
these  actions  are  considered  minor  ac¬ 
tions  on  which  the  public  would  have  no 
particular  desire  to  comment,  notice  and 
public  procedure  thereon  are  unneces¬ 
sary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Parts 
71  and  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Reg¬ 
ulations  are  amended,  effective  0901 
GMT,  November  4,  1976,  as  hereinafter 
set  forth. 

§  71.151  (41  FR  345)  is  amended  as 
follows: 

“R-2501N  Bullion  Mountains,  Calif.  R-2501S 
Bullion  Mountains,  Calif.  R-2501E  Bullion 
Mountains,  Calif.”  is  deleted  and 
‘‘R-2501N  Bullion  Mountains  North,  Calif. 
R-2501E  Bullion  Mountains  East,  Calif.  R- 
2501S  Bullion  Mountains  South,  Calif.  R- 
2501W  Bullion  Mountains  West,  Calif.”  is 
added. 

In  §  73.25  (41  FR  659)  R-2501S  bound¬ 
aries  are  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

“Beginning  at  Lat.  34o21'40"  N„  Long. 
116*21'33"  W.;  to  Lat.  34<>27'50"  N„  Long. 
116°09'40"  W.;  to  Lat.  34°27'16”  N„  Long. 
116°04'07''  W.;  to  Lat.  34°14'00"  N„  Long. 
115°55'40”  W.;  to  Lat.  34°14'00"  N.,  Long. 
116°17'00”  W.;  to  the  point  of  beginning.” 

Also  R-2501W  is  added  as  follows: 

“R-2501W  Bullion  Mountains  West,  Calif. 
Boundaries.  Beginning  at  Lat.  34°21'40"  N., 
Long.  116*21'33"  W.;  to  Lat.  34*30'00"  N., 
Long.  U6°26’30”  W.;  to  Lat.  34°35'40”  N., 
Long.  116°28'16"  W.;  to  Lat.  34°35'40"  N., 


Long.  116°22'52"  W.;  to  Lat.  34°34'37”  N., 
Long.  116°20'43"  W.;  to  Lat.  34°33'12''  N„ 
Long.  116*15'30"  W.;  to  Lat.  34°27’50”  N., 
Long.  116°09'40''  W.;  to  the  point  of 
beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  Unlimited. 

Time  of  designation.  Continuous. 

Controlling  agency.  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  Los  Angeles  ARTC  Center. 

Using  agency.  Commanding  General,  Marine 
Corps  Base,  Twentynine  Palms,  Calif.” 

(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1348(a));  sec.  6(c)  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c) ) ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1976. 

William  E.  Broadwater, 

Chief,  Airspace  and  Air 
Traffic  Rules  Division. 

[ FR  Doc.76-25662  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  16047;  Arndt.  No.  1036] 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 

Recent  Changes  and  Additions 

This  amendment  to  Part  97  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  incor¬ 
porates  by  reference  therein  changes  and 
additions  to  the  Standard  Instrument 
Approach  Procedures  (SIAPs)  that  were 
recently  adopted  by  the  Administrator  to 
promote  safety  at  the  airports  concerned. 

The  complete  SIAPs  for  the  changes 
and  additions  covered  by  this  amendment 
are  described  in  FA  A  Forms  8260-3,  ’ 
8260-4,  or  8260-5  and  made  a  part  of  the 
public  rule  making  dockets  of  the  FAA 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  set 
forth  in  Amendment  No.  97-696  (35  FR 
5609 ». 

SIAPs  are  available  for  examination 
at  the  Rules  Docket  and  at  the  National 
Flight  Data  Center,  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration,  800  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  Copies  of 
SIAPs  adopted  in  a  particular  region  are 
also  available  for  examination  at  the 
headquarters  of  that  region.  Individual 
copies  of  SIAPs  may  be  purchased  from 
the  FAA  Public  Information  Center,  AIS- 
230,  800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591  or  from  the  ap¬ 
plicable  FAA  regional  office  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  fee  schedule  prescribed  in 
49  CFR  7.85.  This  fee  is  payable  in  ad¬ 
vance  and  may  be  paid  by  check,  draft, 
or  postal  money  order  payable  to  the 
Treasurer  of  the  United  States.  A  weekly 
transmittal  of  all  SIAP  changes  and  ad¬ 
ditions  may  be  obtained  by  subscription 
at  an  annual  rate  of  $150.00  per  annum 
from  the  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20402.  Additional  copies 
mailed  to  the  same  address  may  be 
ordered  for  $30.00  each. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  adoption  of  this  amendment, 

I  find  that  further  notice  and  public, 
procedure  hereon  is  impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  it  effective 
in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
Part  97  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  as  follows,  effective  on 
the  dates  specified : 


1.  Section  97.23  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  cancelling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  VOR- VOR/DME  SIAPs,  effective 
October  21, 1976. 

Minot,  ND— Minot  Int’l  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  8, 
Arndt.  7 

Minot,  ND— Minot  Int’l  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  13, 
Arndt.  7 

Minot,  ND— Minot  Inti  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  26, 
Amdt.  8 

Minot,  ND— Minot  Int’l  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  31, 
Amdt.  7 

Brookings,  SD — Brookings  Muni.  Arpt.,  VOR 
Rwy  12,  Amdt.  3 

Brookings,  SD — Brookings  Muni.  Arpt.,  VOR 
Rwy  30,  Amdt.  2 

Palacios,  TX — Palacios  Muni.  Arpt.,  VOR 
Rwy  13,  Amdt.  7 

*  *  *  effective  October  14,  1976. 

Haleyville,  AL-^Posey  Field,  VOR/DME-A, 
Amdt.  1 

Groton  (New  London),  CT — Trumbull  Arpt., 
VOR  Rwy  5,  Amdt.  1 

Groton  (New  London),  CT — Trumbull  Arpt., 
VOR  Rwy  23,  Amdt.  3 

Kamuela,  HI — Waimea — Kohala  Arpt.,  VOR- 
A,  Amdt.  5 

Winchester,  IN — Randolph  County  Arpt., 
VOR-A,  Original 

Winchester,  IN — Randolph  County  Arpt., 
VOR/DME-A,  Orig.,  cancelled 
Boston,  MA — General  Edward  Lawrence 
Logan  Int’l  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  27,  Amdt.  12 
Boston,  MA — General  Edward  Lawrence 
Logan  Int’l  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  33L,  Amdt.  14 
Boston,  MA — General  Edward  Lawrence 
Logan  Int'l  Arpt.,  VOR/DME  Rwy  15R, 
Amdt.  11 

Boston,  MA — General  Edward  Lawrence 
Logan  Int'l  Arpt.,  VOR/DME  Rwy  22L, 
Amdt.  1 

Linden,  MI — Price’s  Arpt.,  VOR-A,  Amdt.  1 
Wausau,  WI — Wausau  Muni.  Arpt.,  VOR-A, 
Amdt.  13 

*  *  *  effective  September  23, 1976. 

Craig,  CO — Craig-Moffat  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  25, 
Original 

Craig,  CO— Craig-Moffat  Arpt.,  VOR/DME 
Rwy  7,  Original 

Hayden,  CO — Yampa  Valley  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy 
10,  Amdt.  1 

*  *  *  effective  September  9,  1976. 

Pasco,  WA — Tri-Cities  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy  20R, 
Original 

*  *  *  effective  August  24,  1976. 

Charleston,  WV — Kanawha  Arpt.,  VOR-A, 
Amdt.  9 

*  *  ♦  effective  August  19, 1976. 

Hickory,  NC — Hickory  Muni.  Arpt.,  VOR  Rwy 
24,  Amdt.  17 

2.  Section  97.25  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  SDF-LOC-LDA  SIAPs,  effective 
October  21, 1976. 

Boise,  ID — Boise  Air  Terminal  (Gowen  Field) , 
LOC/DME  ( BC )  Rwy  28L,  Original  Fort 
Worth,  TX — Meacham  Field,  LOC(BC) 
Rwy  34R,  Amdt.  4 

*  *  *  effective  October  14,  1976. 

Boston,  MA — General  Edward  Lawrence 
Logan  Int'l  Arpt.,  LOC(BC)Rwy  22L,  Amdt. 
6 

*  *  *  effective  August  19,  1976. 

Hickory,  NC — Hickory  Muni.  Arpt.,  LOC  Rwy 
24,  Amdt.  1 

3.  Section  97.27  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol- 
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lowing  NDB/ADF  SIAPs,  effective  Oc¬ 
tober  21,  1976. 

Gwlnner,  NX) — Gwinner  Muni.  Arpt.,  NDB 
Rwy  34,  Arndt.  2 

Fort  Worth,  TX — Meacham  Field,  NDB  Rwy 
16L,  Amdt.  2 

Fort  Worth,  TX — Meacham  Field,  NDB  Rwy 
34R,  Amdt.  3 

G&lnsvllle,  TX — G&lnsvllle  Muni.  Arpt.,  NDB 
Rwy  17,  Amdt.  2 

*  •  •  effective  October  14, 1976. 

Wilmington,  DE — Greater  Wilmington  Arpt., 
NDB  Rwy  1,  Amdt.  11 

Boston,  MA — General  Edward  Lawrence 
Logan  Inti  Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy  4R,  Amdt  19 
Boston,  MA — General  Edward  Lawrence 
Logan  Inti  Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy  22L,  Amdt.  6 
Boston,  MA — General  Edward  Lawrence 
Logan  Int’l  Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy  33L,  Amdt.  8. 
cancelled 

Deckerville,  MI — Lamont  Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy  9, 
Amdt.  1 

Deckerville,  MI — Lamont  Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy  27, 

Amdt.  1 

Bristol,  TN— Tri-City  Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy  4, 
Amdt.  11 

Bristol,  TN— Tri-City  Arpt.,  NDB  Rwy  22, 
Amdt.  13 

•  •  *  effective  September  16, 1976. 

Chicago.  IL — Chicago  O’Hare  Int'l  Arpt.,  NDB 
Rwy  9R,  Amdt.  9 

4.  Section  97.29  is  amended  by  orig¬ 
inating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  ILS  SIAPs,  effective  October  21, 
1976. 

Fort  Worth,  TX — Meacham  Field,  ILS  Rwy 
16L,  Amdt.  3 

•  *  *  effective  October  14,  1976. 

Groton  (New  London),  CT — Trumbull  Arpt, 
ILS  Rwy  5,  Amdt.  3 

Wilmington,  DE — Greater  Wilmington  Arpt., 
ILS  Rwy  1,  Amdt.  12 

Baltimore,  MD — Baltimore-Washington  Int'l 
Arpt.,  ILS  Rwy  10,  Amdt.  7 
Boston,  MA — General  Edward  Lawrence 
Logan  Int’l  Arpt.,  ILS  Rwy  4R,  Amdt.  22 
Boston,  MA — General  Edward  Lawrence 
Logan  Int’l  Arpt.,  ILS  Rwy  15R,  Amdt.  1 
Boston,  MA — General  Edward  Lawrence 
Logan  Int’l  Arpt.,  ILS  Rwy  33L,  Amdt.  12 
Scottsbluff,  NE — Scotts  Bluff  County  Arpt., 
ILS  Rwy  30,  Amdt.  4 

Bristol,  TN— Tri-City  Arpt.,  ILS  Rwy  22, 
Amdt.  18 

•  •  *  effective  September  16,  1976. 

Chicago,  IL — Chicago  O'Hare  Int’l  Arpt.,  ILS 
Rwy  9R,  Amdt.  7 

Chicago,  IL — Chicago  O'Hare  Int’l  Arpt.,  ILS 
Rwy  27L,  Amdt.  6 

Hagerstown,  MD — Hagerstown  Regional  Arpt., 
ILS  Rwy  27,  Original 

Memphis,  TN — Memphis  Int’l  Arpt.,  ILS  Rwy 
17R.  Original 

*  *  *  effective  September  9, 1976. 

Philadelphia,  PA — Philadelphia  Int’l  Arpt., 
ILS  Rwy  27R,  Amdt.  1 

Pasco,  WA — Tri-Cities  Arpt.,  ILS  Rwy  20R, 
Amdt.  6 

*  •  •  effective  August  24,  1976. 

Charleston,  WV — Kanawha  Arpt.,  ILS  Rwy 
23,  Amdt.  23 

5.  Section  97.31  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  RADAR  SIAPs,  effective  Oc¬ 
tober  21,  1976. 


Kingsville,  TX — Kleberg  County  Arpt., 
RADAR-1,  Original 

*  •  *  effective  October  14,  1976. 

Windsor  Locks,  CT — Bradley  Inti  Arpt., 
RADAR-1,  Amdt.  5 

Boston,  MA — General  Edward  Lawrence 
Logan  Int’l  Arpt.,  RADAR-1,  Amdt.  4 

*  •  *  effective  August  24, 1976. 

Charleston,  WV — Kanawha  Arpt.,  RADAR-1, 
Amdt.  8 

6.  Section  97.33  is  amended  by  origi¬ 
nating,  amending,  or  canceling  the  fol¬ 
lowing  RNAV  SIAPs,  effective  October  21, 
1976. 

Renton,  WA — Renton  Muni.  Arpt.,  RNAV  Rwy 
33,  Amdt.  3 

*  •  *  effective  October  14,  1976. 

Kirksville,  MO — Clarence  Cannon  Memorial 
Arpt.,  RNAV  Rwy  17,  Amdt.  3 
Kirksville.  MO — Clarence  Cannon  Memorial 
Arpt.,  RNAV  Rwy  35,  Amdt.  3 
Bristol,  TN— Tri-City  Arpt.,  RNAV  Rwy  4. 
Original 

(Secs.  307,  313,  601,  1110,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958;  49  U.S.C.  1438,  1354,  1421,  1510;  sec. 
6(c)  Department  of  Transportation  Act,  49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  26,  1976. 

Note:  Incorporation  by  reference  provi¬ 
sions  in  §§97.10  and  97.20  approved  by  the 
Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on  May  12, 
1969,  (35  FR  5610). 

James  M.  Vines, 

Chief,  Aircraft  Programs 

Division. 

1FR  Doc.76  25673  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am] 

| Docket  No.  15551;  Amdt.  No.  152-3] 

PART  152— AIRPORT  AID  PROGRAM 

Eligibility  of  Visual  Approach  Slope 
Indicators 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  Part 
152  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  to  eliminate  the  requirement  in  5  152.- 
103(h)(2)  that  two-box  VASI  (VASI-2) 
be  installed  with  new  construction  of 
medium  intensity  runway  lights  (MIRL) 
on  runways  at  airports  serving  small  air¬ 
craft  (other  than  turbojet  powered  air¬ 
craft)  . 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  this  amendment  by  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  (Notice  No.  76- 
11)  issued  on  April  2,  1976,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  oh  April 
12,  1976  (41  FR  15350).  Due  considera¬ 
tion  has  been  given  to  all  comments  re¬ 
ceived  in  response  to  that  Notice. 

Notice  No.  76-11  stated  that  the  man¬ 
datory  requirement  for  installation  of 
VASI-2  with  the  installation  of  MIRL 
had,  because  of  the  additional  installa¬ 
tion  costs,  impeded  the  installation  of 
MIRL  at  airports  eligible  under  the  Air¬ 
port  and  Airway  Development  Program, 
and  pointed  out  that  the  installation  of 
VASI  offered  no  operational  advantage, 
in  terms  of  lower  landing  minimums 


under  the  criteria  (U.S.  Standard  for 
Terminal  Instrument  Approach  Proce¬ 
dures)  applicable  to  instrument  approach 
procedures  developed  and  issued  under 
Part  97  of  the  FAR’s  (Standard  Instru¬ 
ment  Approach  Procedures). 

Comments  received  in  response  to  the 
notice  were  generally  favorable  and  rec¬ 
ognized  that  elimination  of  the  manda¬ 
tory  requirement  for  VASI  would  en¬ 
courage  and  facilitate  installation  of 
MIRL  at  eligible  airports  where  the  addi¬ 
tional  cost  of  VASI  might  be  impeding  or 
prohibitive.  Two  comments  cited  the 
VASI  as  a  very  desirable  approach  aid 
for  both  VFR  night  approaches  and  day 
or  night  instrument  approaches,  and 
recommended  that  VASI  be  installed  on 
a  broader  scale  at  air  carrier  and  general 
aviation  airports. 

The  FAA  agrees  that  VASI  is  a  valua¬ 
ble  approach  aid  and  wishes  to  empha¬ 
size  that  under  this  amendment  VASI 
continues  to  be  an  eligible  item  for  air¬ 
port  development.  In  addition,  the  FAA 
has  recently  contracted  for  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  over  300  VASI’s  at  airports  across 
the  nation.  This  program  supplements 
the  VASI  systems  now  installed  at  ap¬ 
proximately  1100  airports. 

Since  this  amendment  relates  to  public 
grants  and  relieves  a  restriction,  it  may 
be  made  effective  on  less  than  30  days 
notice. 

(Secs.  11-27  Airport  and  Airway  Development 
Act  Of  1970  (  84  Stat.  220-233);  §  1.47(g)(1) 
Regulations  of  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation  (49  CFR  1.47(g)(1)).) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
§  152.103(h)(2)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  effective  Au¬ 
gust  26,  1976,  to  read  as  follows: 

§  152.103  Lighting  and  electrical  work: 
specific. 

***** 

(h)  *  *  • 

<2)  A  two-box  Visual  Approach  Slope 
Indicator  (VASI-2)  is  eligible  on  lighted 
runways  not  used  by  turbojet  powered 
aircraft.  The  VASI-2  is  also  eligible  for 
installation  on  runways  with  an  ap¬ 
proach  slope  deficiency  and  for  retro¬ 
fitting  existing  runways  on  such  of  those 
airports  that  have  MIRL  installed. 
***** 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C..  on  Au¬ 
gust  26,  1976. 

•John  L.  McLucas, 

•  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.76-25511  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  ami 

Title  16 — Commercial  Practices 

CHAPTER  II — CONSUMER  PRODUCT 
SAFETY  COMMISSION 

PART  1704 — APPLICATIONS  FOR 
EXEMPTION  FROM  PREEMPTION 

Cross  Reference:  For  a  document 
containing  Interim  Rules  pending  com¬ 
pletion  of  rulemaking  regarding  the 
above-mentioned  subject,  see  FR  Doc. 
76-25694  in  the  Proposed  Rules  Section 
of  this  issue. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  1 72— THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  2,  1976 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


37103 


Title  19 — Customs  Duties 

CHAPTER  I— UNITED  STATES  CUSTOMS 

SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE 

TREASURY 

[T.D.  76-247] 

PART  159— LIQUIDATION  OF  DUTIES 

Countervailing  Duties — Glass  Beads  From 
Canada 

Notice  of  countervailing  duties  to  be 
imposed  under  section  303,  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  as  amended,  by  reason  of  the  pay¬ 
ment  or  bestowal  of  a  bounty  or  grant 
upon  the  manufacture,  production  or  ex¬ 
portation  of  glass  beads  from  Canada. 

On  March  2,  1976,  a  “Notice  of  Pre¬ 
liminary  Countervailing  Duty  Determi¬ 
nation”  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (41  FR  8988) .  The  notice  stated 
that  on  the  basis  of  an  investigation  con¬ 
ducted  pursuant  to  §  159.47(c),  Customs 
Regulations  (19  CFR  159.47(c)),  it  had 
been  preliminarily  determined  that  pay¬ 
ments  are/being  made,  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly,  upon  the  manufacture,  produc¬ 
tion,  or  exportation  of  glass  beads  not 
over  six  millimeters  in  diameter  by 
Canasphere  Industries,  Ltd.,  Moose  Jaw, 
Saskatchewan,  which  constitute  a  bounty 
or  grant  within  the  meaning  of  section 
303  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended 
(19  U.S.C.  1303).  Interested  parties  were 
provided  with  30  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  to  submit  relevant  data, 
views,  or  arguments  in  writing  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  preliminary  determination. 

After  consideration  of  all  information 
received,  it  is  hereby  determined  that  im¬ 
ports  of  glass  beads  not  over  six  milli¬ 
meters  in  diameter  manufactured  by 
Canasphere  Industries,  Ltd.,  benefit  from 
the  payments  or  bestowals  of  bounties  or 
grants  within  the  meaning  of  section  303 
of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  1303).  These  benefits  include  a 
grant  from  the  Federal  Department  of 
Regional  Economic  Assistance  and  an  in¬ 
terest-free  loan  from  the  Saskatchewan 
Economic  Development  Corporation. 
There  has  been  no  adequate  showing  that 
these  benefits  have  the  effect  of  offsetting 
disadvantages  which  would  discourage 
industry  from  moving  to  and  expanding 
in  less  developed  regions.  Furthermore,  a 
substantial  proportion  of  Canasphere’s 
production  is  exported.  It  has  also  been 
determined  that  other  allegations,  in¬ 
cluding  allegations  of  below-cost  or  pref- 
erential  freight  rates,  of  the  purchase  of 
the  facility  from  the  City  of  Moose  Jaw 
at  a  favorable  price,  and  of  the  ability  of 
Canasphere  to  secure  lines  of  credit  not 
otherwise  available  without  Government 
assistance  have  not  been  sustained  by 
that  quantum  of  proof  necessary  to  en¬ 
able  the  Department  of  the  Treasury  to 
conclude  that  “bounties  or  grants”  have, 
as  to  those  allegations,  been  paid  or  be¬ 
stowed. 

Accordingly,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
dutiable  glass  beads  not  over  six  milli¬ 
meters  in  diameter  manufactured  by 
Canasphere  Industries,  Ltd.,  and  im¬ 
ported  directly  or  indirectly  from  Can¬ 
ada,  if  entered,  or  withdrawn  from  ware¬ 


house  for  consumption  on  or  after  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  will  be  subject  to  pay¬ 
ment  of  countervailing  duties  equal  to 
the  net  amount  of  any  bounty  or  grant 
determined  or  estimated  to  have  been 
paid  or  bestowed. 

In  accordance  with  section  303,  until 
further  notice  the  net  amount  of  such 
bounties  or  grants  has  been  estimated 
and  declared  to  be  1 .9  percent  ad  valorem. 
Declarations  of  the  net  amount  of  the 
bounties  or  grants  ascertained  and  de¬ 
termined,  or  estimated,  to  have  been  paid 
or  bestowed,  directly  or  indirectly,  upon 
the  manufacture,  production,  or  exporta¬ 
tion  of  glass  beads  not  over  six  milli¬ 
meters  in  diameter  from  Canada  manu¬ 
factured  by  Canasphere  Industries,  Ltd., 
will  be  published  subsequently  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Effective  on  or  after  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  and  until  further  notice,  upon  entry 
for  consumption  or  withdrawal  from 
warehouse  for  consumption  of  such  duti¬ 
able  glass  beads  of  not  over  six  milli¬ 
meters  in  diameter  manufactured  by 
Canasphere  Industries,  Ltd.,  imported 
directly  or  indirectly  from  Canada,  which 
benefit  from  such  bounties  or  grants, 
there  shall  be  collected,  in  addition  to 
any  other  duties  estimated  or  determined 
to  be  due,  countervailing  duties  in  the 
amount  ascertained  in  accordance  with 
the  above  declaration. 

The  liquidation  of  all  entries  for  con¬ 
sumption  or  withdrawals  from  warehouse 
for  consumption  of  such  dutiable  glass 
beads  of  not  over  six  millimeters  in 
diameter,  manufactured  by  Canasphere 
Industries,  Ltd.,  imported  directly  or  in¬ 
directly  from  Canada  which  benefit  from 
such  bounties  or  grants  and  are  subject 
to  the  order  shall  be  suspended  pending 
declarations  of  the  net  amounts  of  the 
bounties  or  grants  paid  or  bestowed.  A 
deposit  of  the  estimated  countervailing 
duty,  in  the  amount  of  1.9  percent  ad 
valorem  shall  be  required  at  the  time  of 
entry  for  consumption  or  withdrawal 
from  warehouse  for  consumption. 

Any  merchandise  subject  to  the  terms 
of  this  order  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
benefited  from  a  bounty  or  grant  if  such 
bounty  or  grant  has  been  or  will  be  paid, 
credited,  or  bestowed  directly  or  indirect¬ 
ly,  upon  the  manufacture,  production  or 
exportation  of  such  glass  beads  of  not 
over  six  millimeters  in  diameter  manu¬ 
factured  by  Canasphere  Industries,  Ltd. 

§  159.47  [Amended] 

The  table  in  §  159.47(f)  of  the  Customs 
Regulations  (19  CFR  159.47(f))  is 
amended  by  inserting  in  the  column 
headed  ‘.‘Commodity”,  the  words  “Glass 
Beads  not  Over  Six  Millimeters  in 
Diameter  Produced  By  Canasphere  In¬ 
dustries,  Ltd.”  after  the  last  entry  for 
Canada.  The  column  headed  “Treasury 
Decision”  is  amended  by  inserting  the 
number  of  this  Treasury  Decision  and 
the  column  headed  “Action”  is  amended 
by  Inserting  the  words  “Bounty  De¬ 
clared — Rate”. 


(R.S.  251,  secs.  303,  as  amended,  624;  46  Stat. 
687,  769,  88  Stat.  2050;  19  U.S.C.  66,  1303,  as 
amended,  1624) . 

Leonard  Lehman, 
Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  August  30, 1976. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 

Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

I  FR  Doc.76-25706  Filed  9-1-76;  8:45  ami 

Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  I— FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 

EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

SUBCHAPTER  E— ANIMAL  DRUGS,  FEEDS,  AND 
RELATED  PRODUCTS 

PART  546— TETRACYCLINE  ANTIBIOTIC 
DRUGS  FOR  ANIMAL  USE 

Tetracycline  Boluses 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration  is 
revoking  certain  provisions  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  for  use  of  tetracycline  boluses;  ef¬ 
fective  September  2, 1976. 

In  FR  Doc.  76-25676  appearing  in  the 
notices  section  of  this  issue  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  approval  of  new  animal 
drug  application  (NADA)  65-062V  for 
Tetracycline-Vet  Bolus,  held  by  Pfizer,. 
Inc.,  235  E.  42d  St..  New  York,  NY  10017, 
is  being  withdrawn.  Based  on  the  data 
set  forth  in  that  notice,  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  concludes  that 
the  corresponding  regulation  providing 
for  approval  of  the  drug  should  be 
revoked. 

The  conditions  of  use  that  correspond 
to  the  new  drug  application  that  Is  being 
withdrawn  are  found  in  paragraphs  (c) 
(5)  (i)  (a)  and  (c>  (5)  (11)  of  §  546.180c  (21 
CFR  546.180c).  Two  sponsors,  Pfizer 
(000069)  and  Upjohn  (000009) ,  are  listed 
in  the  paragraphs.  The  listing  of  Upjohn 
as  a  sponsor  for  this  particular  use  is  an 
error,  and  therefore  the  withdrawal  of 
approval  of  Pfizer’s  NADA  will  result  in 
revocation  of  these  paragraphs  of 
5  546.180c. 

§  546.180c  [Amended] 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  512,  82  Stat. 
343-351  (21  U.S.C.  360b))  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
(21  CFR  5.1)  (recodification  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  June  15,  1976 
(41  FR  24262)),  §  546.180c  Tetracycline 
boluses  is  amended  by  revoking  para¬ 
graph  (c)  (5)  (i)  (a)  and  paragraph  (c) 
(5)  (ii)  and  designating  them  as  [Re¬ 
served]. 

Effective  date:  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  September  2,  1976. 

(Sec.  512,  82  Stat.  343-351  (21  U.S.C.  360b).) 

Dated :  August  26, 1976. 

C.  D.  Van  Houweling, 
Director.  Bureau  of 
Veterinary  Medicine. 

[FR  Doc.76-25675  Filed  9-1-76; 8: 45  am] 
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Title  29— Labor 

CHAPTER  XIV— EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT 
OPPORTUNITY  COMMISSION* 

PART  1601— PROCEDURAL 
REGULATIONS 

Designated  706  Agencies 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  it 
by  Section  713(a)  of  Title  VTI  of  the 
Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964,  as  amended,  42 
UJB.C.  2000e-12(a),  78  Stat.  265,  the 
Equal  Employment  Opportunity  Com¬ 
mission  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
Commission)  hereby  amends  Title  29, 
Chapter  XIV,  $  1601.12  (m)  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  §  1601.12 
(1)  (1). 

The  amended  g  1601. 12(m)  sets  forth 
those  state  and  local  agencies  which  have 
been  formally  designated  as  706  Agen¬ 
cies  as  defined  in  $  1601.12(c)  for  the 
purpose  of  receiving  charges  deferred  by 
the  Commission  pursuant  to  section  706 
(c)  and  (d)  of  Title  VII  and  whose  final 
findings  and  orders  will  be  accorded  sub¬ 
stantial  weight  by  the  Commission  as 
provided  in  §  1601.19b(e) . 

Publication  of  this  amendment  to 
S  1601. 12(m)  effectuates  the  designation 
of  the  following  Agency  as  706  Agencies: 
South  Carolina  Human  Affairs  Commission 

Notice  of  the  proposed  designation  of  the 
foregoing  agency  as  706  Agencies  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  August  11,  1976,  Issue  of  the 
FKDiaLAL  Register,  40  FR  6676,  with  notice 
that  written  comments  must  have  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  on  or  before  August  24, 
1976. 

With  the  addition  of  the  foregoing 
agency,  S  1601. 12(m)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1601.12  Deferrals  to  State  and  local 
authorities. 

*  •  '  •  •  • 

(m)  The  Designated  706  Agencies  are: 

Alaska  Commission  for  Human  Rights. 
Alexandria  Human  Rights  Office. 

Allentown  Human  Relations  Commission. 
Arizona  Civil  Rights  Division. 

Baltimore  Community  Relations  Commission. 
Bloomington  Human  Rights  Commission. 
California  Fair  Employment  Practices  Com¬ 
mission. 

Charleston  Human  Rights  Commission. 
Colorado  ClvU  Rights  Commission. 
Connecticut  Commission  on  Human  Rights 
and  Opportunities. 

Dade  County  Fair  Housing  and  Employment 
Commission. 

Delaware  Department  of  Labor. 

District  of  Columbia  Office  of  Human  Rights. 
East  Chicago  Human  Relations  Commission. 
Fairfax  County  Human  Rights  Commission. 
Gary  Human  Relations  Commission. 

Idaho  Commission  on  Human  Rights. 

Illinois  Fair  Employment  Practices  Com¬ 
mission. 

Indiana  Civil  Rights  Commission. 

Iowa  Commission  on  Civil  Rights. 

Kansas  Commission  on  Civil  Rights. 

Kentucky  Commission  on  Human  Rights. 
Maine  Human  Relations  Commission. 
Maryland  Commission  on  Human  Relations. 
Massachusetts  Commission  Against  Discrimi¬ 
nation. 

Michigan  Civil  Rights  Commission. 
Minneapolis  Department  of  Civil  Rights. 
Minnesota  Department  on  Human  Rights. 
Missouri  Commission  on  Human  Rights. 
Montana  Commission  for  Human  Rights. 


Montgomery  County  Human  Relations  Com¬ 
mission. 

Nebraska  Equal  Opportunity  Commission. 
Nevada  Commission  on  Equal  Rights  of 
Citizens. 

New  Hampshire  Commission  for  Human 
Rights. 

New  Jersey  Division  on  Civil  Rights,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Law  and  Public  Safety. 

New  York  City  Commission  on  Human  Rights. 
New  York  State  Division  of  Human  Rights. 
Ohio  Civil  Rights  Commission. 

Oklahoma  Human  Rights  Commission. 

Omaha  Human  Relations  Department. 

Oregon  Bureau  of  Labor. 

Pennsylvania  Human  Relations  Commission. 
Philadelphia  Commission  on  Human  Rela¬ 
tions. 

Pittsburgh  Commission  on  Human  Relations. 
Rhode  Island  Commission  for  Human  Rights. 
Rockville  (Maryland)  Human  Rights  Com¬ 
mission. 

Seattle  Human  Rights  Commission. 
Springfield  (Ohio)  Human  Relations  De¬ 
partment. 

South  Carolina  Human  Affairs  Commission. 
South  Dakota  Human  Relations  Commission. 
Tacoma  Human  Rights  Commission. 

Utah  Industrial  Commission. 

Vermont  Attorney  General's  Office.  Civil 
Rights  Division. 

Virgin  Islands  Department  of  Labor. 
Washington  State  Human  Rights  Commis¬ 
sion. 

West  Virginia  Human  Rights  Commission. 
Wheeling  Human  Rights  Commission. 

Wichita  Commission  on  Civil  Rights. 
Wisconsin  Equal  Rights  Division,  Department 
of  Industry,  Labor  and  Human  Relations. 
Wyoming  Fair  Employment  Practices  Com¬ 
mission. 

The  designated  Notice  Agencies  are : 

Arkansas  Governor’s  Committee  on  Human 
Resources. 

Florida  Commission  on  Human  Relations. 
Georgia  Governor's  Council  on  Human  Rela¬ 
tions. 

Montana  Department  of  Labor  and  Industry. 
North  Dakota  Commission  on  Labor. 

Ohio  Director  of  Industrial  Relations. 

(Sec.  713(a),  78  Stat.  265  (42  U.S.C.  Sec. 
2000e- 12(a) ).) 

This  amendment  is  effective  on  Sep¬ 
tember  2,  1976. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  27th 
day  of  August  1976, 

Ethel  Bent  Walsh, 

Vice  Chairman,  Equal  Employ¬ 
ment  Opportunity  Commis¬ 
sion. 

1  FR  Doc.76-25773  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 
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Title  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable  Waters 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[CGD  76-079] 

PART  3 — COAST  GUARD  AREAS,  DIS¬ 
TRICTS,  MARINE  INSPECTION  ZONES, 
AND  CAPTAIN  OF  THE  PORT  AREAS 

Port  Arthur  Marine  Inspection  Zone  and 
Captain  of  the  Port  Office 

This  notice  amends  33  CFR  3.40-20  to 
show  that  an  Eighth  Coast  Guard  Dis¬ 
trict  Captain  of  the  Port  Office  has  been 
moved  from  Sabine  to  Port  Arthur, 
Texas. 

Since  these  amendments  are  a  matter 
relating  to  agency  organization,  they  are 
exempt  from  the  notice  of  proposed  rule¬ 


making  requirements  in  5  U.S.C.  553(b) 
(A) .  Since  these  amendments  announce 
an  existing  change  in  Coast  Guard  orga¬ 
nization,  they  are  effective  immediately 
under  5  U.S.C.  553(d)  (3). 

In  accordance  with  the  foregoing,  Part 
3  of  Chapter  I  of  Title  33,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Section  3.40-20  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  the  heading  and  paragraph  (a)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  3.40—20  Port  Arthur  Marine  Inspec¬ 
tion  Zone  and  Captain  of  the  Port. 

(a)  The  Port  Arthur  Marine  Inspec¬ 
tion  Office  and  Captain  of  the  Port  Of¬ 
fice  are  in  Port  Arthur,  Texas, 

•  *  •  *  • 

2.  Paragraph  (b)  of  i  3.40-20  is 
amended  by  deleting  the  words  “the 
Sabine.” 

(5  U.S.C.  552;  14  U.S.C.  633;  80  Stat.  937  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(b)(1),  49  CFR  1.46(b)).) 

Effective  date:  These  amendments  are 
effective  September  2,  1976. 

Dated:  August  27,  1976. 

E.  L.  Perry, 

Vice  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Acting  Commandant. 

[FR  Doc.76-25720  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am] 


Title  41 — Public  Contracts  and  Property 
Management 

CHAPTER  4 — DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

PART  4—1 — GENERAL 
Procurement;  Miscellaneous  Amendments 

This  amendment  involves  matters  re¬ 
lating  to  agency  procurement  and  con¬ 
tracting  and,  while  not  subject  by  law  to 
the  notice  and  public  procedure  require¬ 
ments  for  rulemaking  under  5  U.S.C.  553, 
is  subject  to  the  Secretary’s  Statement  of 
Policy  (36  FR  13804).  The  amendment 
corrects  or  clarifies  existing  policy.  No 
useful  purpose  would  be  served  by  public 
participation,  and  it  is  found  upon  good 
cause,  in  accordance  with  the  Secretary’s 
Policy  Statement,  that  notice  and  other 
public  procedures  with  respect  to  the 
amendment  are  impracticable  and  un¬ 
necessary. 

1.  The  Table  of  Contents  of  Part  4-1 
is  amended  by  adding  the  following  new 
sections: 

Sec. 

4-1.350  Procurement  identification  sys¬ 
tem. 

4-1.350-1  Purchase  order /delivery  order 
numbering  system. 

4-1.350-2  Contract  numbering  system 
[Reserved] 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  301,  40  U.S.C.  486(c). 

2.  Section  4-1.350  is  added  as  follows: 

§  4—1.350  Procurement  identification 
system. 

(a)  The  implementation  of  automated 
payment  systems  within  the  Department 
dictates  the  use  of  a  standard  Depart¬ 
ment-wide  procurement  identification 
system  for  the  purposes  of  reporting  and 
control.  The  identification  system  shall 
consist  of  8  to  12  digits  divided  into  four 
data  elements  as  follows: 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  172 — THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  2,  1976 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Transection  code 

Ordering  office 

fiscal  year 

Control  number 

XX 

XXXX 

X 

XXXXX 

(1)  Transaction  Code.  (Two  positions) . 
This  code  identifies  the  type  of  procure¬ 
ment  and  method  of  payment  and  is  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  instructions  con¬ 
tained  in  the  USDA  National  Finance 
Center  manual  entitled  “Purchase  Or¬ 
ders.” 

(2)  Ordering  Office.  (Four  positions). 
This  1s  an  alpha-numeric  code  that  cor¬ 
responds  to  the  last  four  characters  of 
the  Q8A  assigned  FEDSTRIP  Requisl- 
tioner  Number  of  the  office  placing  the 
order. 

(3)  Fiscal  Year.  (One  position).  Enter 
the  last  digit  of  the  fiscal  year  appropri¬ 
ation. 

(4)  Control  Number.  (Five  position 
maximum) .  The  issuing  office  will  assign 
a  number  to  this  data  element  beginning 
with  “1”  for  the  first  purchase  order/ 
delivery  order/contract  for  the  fiscal 
year.  It  is  not  necessary  to  enter  leading 
zeros.  Purchasing  activities  may  assign 
blocks  of  contract  numbers  where  desir¬ 
able. 

§  4-1.350-1  Purchase  order /deli very  or¬ 
der  numbering  system. 

(a)  The  numbering  system  for  pur¬ 
chase  orders/delivery  orders  is  contained 
in  NFC  Procedures  Manual,  “Purchase 
Orders,"  Title  n,  Section  5.1.  This  num¬ 
bering  system  shall  apply  to  all  Depart¬ 
ment  purchasing  activities. 

(b)  The  following  transaction  codes 
may  be  used  for  purchase  orders  and 
delivery  orders: 

Transaction 

oodes:  Conditions  for  Use 

40  Fixed  price,  fixed  quantity,  with 

anticipated  one-time  vendor  pay¬ 
ment;  or  estimated  quantity  and/ 
or  estimated  price  of  procure¬ 
ment  of  supplies  with  anticipated 
one-time  vendor  payment. 

41  Advance  payment  authorized  by 

procurement  regulations  (e.g., 
subscriptions,  tuition,  etc.). 

43  Fixed  price,  fixed  quantity,  for  au¬ 
tomatic,  agreed  upon  cycUc  pay¬ 
ment. 

43  (1)  Fixed  price,  fixed  quantity,  with 

anticipated  recurring  vendor  pay¬ 
ments  (e.g.,  EDP  equipment  rent¬ 
al). 

(3)  Estimated  price  and/or  esti¬ 
mated  quantity  with  anticipated 
recurring  vendor  payments  (e.g., 
copier  rental  with  monthly 
charges  based  upon  number  of 
copies  produced),  or 
(3)  Estimated  price  and/or  esti¬ 
mated  quantity  for  services  even 
though  there  Is  an  anticipated 
one-time  vendor  payment  (e.g, 
the  clearing  of  a  field  where  the 
hourly  rate  Is  known  but  the 
number  of  hours  to  clear  the 
field  Is  estimated). 

•  4-1  .350-2  Contract  numbering  sys¬ 
tem.  [Reserved]. 

Effective  date;  September  2.  197®. 


Done  at  Washington,  D.C,  this  19th 
day  of  August  1976. 

George  C.  Knapp, 

Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Operations. 
|FR  Doc.76-25699  Filed  9-1-76; 8:45  am] 


Title  47 — Telecommunication 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  19528] 

PART  68 — CONNECTION  OF  TERMINAL 
EQUIPMENT  TO  THE  TELEPHONE  NET¬ 
WORK 

Proposals  for  New  or  Revised  Classes  of 
Interstate  and  Foreign  Message  Toll 
Telephone  Service  (MTS)  and  Wide  Area 
Telephone  Service  (WATS) 

1.  On  August  17,  1976,  GTE  Service 
Corporation  filed  a  pleading  herein  en¬ 
titled  “Comments  in  Support  of  Petition 
for  Reconsideration.”  In  this  pleading 
GTE  refines  certain  proposals  made  in 
its  earlier-filed  petition  for  reconsidera¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission’s  March  18,  1976 
Second  Report  and  Order,  58  FCC  2d 
736. 

2.  In  its  Second  Report  and  Order,  the 
Commission  stated  at  paragraphs  27-29  ‘ 
that  we  had  not  received  any  adequate 
proposals  addressing  the  problems  asso¬ 
ciated  with  wiring  complex  PBX  and  key 
telephone  systems.  Therefore,  as  an  in¬ 
terim  solution  the  Commission  required 
that  these  systems  be  connected  to  the 
telephone  network  through  registered 
protective  circuitry.  Realizing  there 
might  be  alternate  solutions 3  the  Com¬ 
mission  encouraged  the  “submission  of 
proposed  rule  changes  which  would  as¬ 
sure  proper  installation  of  intra-system 
wiring  and  thereby  preclude  any  unnec¬ 
essary  use  of  protective  circuitry.”  *  The 
GTE  petition  for  reconsideration  as  re¬ 
fined  by  its  supporting  comments  ad¬ 
dresses  the  above-mentioned  wiring 
problems,  and  might  well  present  a  rea¬ 
sonable  approach  for  eliminating  some 
protective  circuitry  and  substantially 
reducing  the  costs  of  implementing  of 
the  registration  program  with  respect  to 
PBX  and  key  telephone  system  installa¬ 
tions.  Therefore.  GTE’s  supporting  com¬ 
ments  will  be  accepted  as  a  late  filed 
amendment  to  its  petition  for  reconsid¬ 
eration,  and  interested  parties  will  be 
given  an  opportunity  to  comment  on  the 
GTE  petition. 


1  58  FCC  2d  738.  744-746  (1976) . 

•In  an  affidavit  filed  In  the  US.  Court  of 
Appeals.  Bell  alleged  that  Its  Increased  coats 
dus  to  tbs  registered  protective  circuitry  re¬ 
quirement  would  be  approximately  988  mil¬ 
lion. 

*  58  FCC  2d  736,  746  (1976) . 
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3.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That 
GTE’s  “Comments  in  Support  of  Peti¬ 
tion  for  Reconsideration”  is  accepted  for 
filing. 

4.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  com¬ 
ments  on  or  oppositions  to  the  GTE  com¬ 
ments  must  be  filed  by  September  10, 
1976,4  and  GTE  may  file  a  reply  no  later 
than  September  17, 1976. 

Adopted:  August  27, 1976. 

Released:  August  27, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Walter  R.  Hinchman, 

Chief,  Common  Carrier  Bureau. 

|FR  Doc.76-25769  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


4  We  are  allowing  only  two  weeks  for  filing 
comments  in  recognition  of  the  fact  that  the 
GTE  "Comments  In  Support”  were  served 
on  all  parties  on  August  17, 1976. 


In  the. table  appearing  on  page  34044, 
under  $  20.104,  a  typographical  error  in 
the  season  dates  for  woodcock  in  the 
North  Zone  of  New  York  is  corrected  by 
changing  the  dates  from  “Sept.  1-Nov. 
23”  to  read  “Sept.  20-Nov.  23”. 

In  the  same  table,  continued  on  page 
34045,  a  typographical  error  in  the  sea¬ 
son  dates  for  clapper  and  king  rails  in 
Texas  is  corrected  by  deleting  the  word 
“Closed”  and  instead  adding  the  dates 
“Sept.  1-Nov.  9”. 

Dated:  August  30, 1976. 

George  W.  Milias, 

Acting  Director, 

V.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-25780  FUed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


PART  26— RESTRICTED  OR  PROHIBITED 
ACTS 

Tamarac  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Minn. 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  September  2, 
1976. 

§  26.34  Special  regulations  i  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Minnesota 

TAMARAC  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  ruffed  grouse,  gray 
and  fox  squirrels,  cottontail,  jack,  and 
snowshoe  rabbits  on  the  Tamarac  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Rochert,  Minne¬ 
sota,  is  permitted  in  the  area  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This  open 
area  comprising  12,500  acres  is  delin¬ 
eated  on  a  map  available  at  the  Refuge 


Title  50 — Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

CHAPTER  I — U.S.  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE 
SERVICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

SUBCHAPTER  B— TAKING,  POSSESSION,  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  SALE.  PURCHASE,  BARTER,  EX¬ 
PORTATION,  AND  IMPORTATION  OF  WILDLIFE 

PART  20 — MIGRATORY  BIRD  HUNTING 

Open  Seasons,  Bag  Limits,  and  Posses¬ 
sion  of  Certain  Migratory  Game  Birds; 
Corrections 

In  FR  Doc.  76-22949  appearing  at  page 
34041  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Au¬ 
gust  12,  1976,  in  the  table  appearing  on 
page  34043,  under  S  20.103(b),  some  sea¬ 
son  dates  for  hunting  mourning  doves  in 
the  South  Zone  of  Texas  were  inadvert¬ 
ently  omitted;  therefore,  that  portion  of 
the  mourning  dove  table  pertaining  to 
Texas  is  corrected  to  read  as  follows: 
Texas: * 


Headquarters  and  from  the  office  of  the 
Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Federal  Building,  Fort  Snelling, 
Twin  Cities,  Minnesota  55111. 

An  additional  area  of  18,000  acres  will 
be  open  for  public  hunting  of  ruffed 
grouse  only.  This  ruffed  grouse  only  pub¬ 
lic  hunting  area  is  delineated  on  a  map 
available  at  the  Refuge  Headquarters  and 
from  the  office  of  the  Regional  Director, 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Federal 
Building,  Fort  Snelling,  Twin  Cities, 
Minnesota  55111. 

Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  regulations  during 
the  seasons  specified  below.  The  hunting 
of  other  upland  species  as  may  be  au¬ 
thorized  by  Minnesota  State  regulations 
is  prohibited. 

Open  seasons :  Ruffed  grouse — Sep¬ 
tember  18,  1976,  through  October  29, 
1976,  and  the  second  season  opens  No¬ 
vember  1,  1976,  through  December  31, 

1976,  inclusive,  with  shooting  hours  from 
sunrise  to  sunset.  Gray  and  fox  squir¬ 
rels — September  18,  1976,  through  De¬ 
cember  31,  1976,  inclusive,  with  shoot¬ 
ing  hours  from  sunrise  to  sunset.  Cotton¬ 
tail,  Jack,  and  snowshoe  rabbits — Sep¬ 
tember  18,  1976,  through  February  28, 

1977,  inclusive  with  shooting  hours  from 
sunrise  to  sunset. 

No  person  shall  trap  on  Tamarac  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge  without  first  ob¬ 
taining  such  permits  and  trap  tags  as 
may  be  required  and  issued  by  the  Refuge 
Manager.  Portions  of  Tamarac  Refuge 
open  to  hunting  will  be  posted  “Public 
Hunting  Area”  except  as  described  in 
Refuge  hunting  maps  for  ruffed  grouse. 
In  addition,  no  persons  shall,  for  the  pur¬ 


pose  of  hunting  or  trapping,  enter  or 
leave  a  refuge  except  by  access  roads 
which  may  be  so  designated;  and  all 
hunters  and  trappers  shall  comply  with 
further  regulations  which  the  Refuge 
Manager  may  prescribe. 

.  Omer  N.  Swenson, 
Refuge  Manager. 

August  27,  1976. 

|FR  Doc.76-26660  Filed  9-1-76,8:46  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Alamosa  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

The  following  special  regulation  is  Is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  September  2. 
1976. 

§  32.12  Special  regulations;  migratory 
game  bird*;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

Colorado 

ALAMOSA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  geese,  ducks, 
coots,  mergansers,  mourning  doves,  sora 
and  Virginia  rails,  and  Wilson’s  snipe  on 
the  Alamosa  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Colorado  is  permitted  in  accordance 
with  conditions  as  outlined  be’ow,  but 
only  on  the  area  designated  by  signs  as 
open  to  hunting : 

(1)  Ducks,  coots  and  mergansers — 
October  2, 1976  through  October  17, 1976, 
inclusive,  and  November  13, 1976  through 
January  18, 1977,  inclusive. 

(2)  Canada  geese — November  1,  1976 
through  December  31,  1976,  inclusive. 
Hunting  of  Canada  geese  is  restricted  to 
those  persons  who  have  secured  a  spe¬ 
cial  Colorado  state  nermit  for  the  Spe¬ 
cial  San  Luis  Valley  Goose  Hunt. 

(3)  Mourning  doves — October  2,  1976 
through  October  17, 1976,  inclusive. 

(4)  Sora  and  Virginia  rails — October  2, 
1976  through  October  17,' 1976,  inclusive, 
and  November  1,  1976  through  Novem¬ 
ber  9, 1976,  inclusive. 

(5)  Wilson’s  snipe — October  2,  1976 
through  October  17,  1976,  inclusive,  and 
November  1,  1976  through  December  2, 
1976,  inclusive. 

This  open  area,  comprising  3,946  acres, 
is  delineated  on  maps  available  at  refuge 
headquarters,  Alamosa,  Colorado,  and 
from  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  10597  West  6th 
Ave.,  Denver,  Colorado  80215.  Hunting 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  applicable 
State  and  Federal  regulations  covering 
the  hunting  of  geese,  ducks,  coots,  mer¬ 
gansers,  mourning  doves,  sora  and  Vir¬ 
ginia  rails,  and  Wilson’s  snipe,  subject  to 
the  following  special  conditions: 

(1)  Shooting  hours  will  be  from  one- 
half  hour  before  sunrise  until  sunset  for 
ducks,  geese,  coots  and  mergansers. 

(2)  Shooting  hours  will  be  from  sun¬ 
rise  to  sunset  on  mourning  doves,  sora 
and  Virginia  rails  and  Wilson’s  snipe. 

(3)  Admittance — Entrance  to  the  area 
open  to  hunting,  and  parking  of  vehicles 
will  be  restricted  to  designated  parking 
areas. 

<4)  Dogs — Not  to  exceed  two  dogs  per 
hunter  may  be  used  in  the  hunting  of  the 
above  species.  r 


North  Zone: 

Shooting  hours : 

12  noon  until  sunset _ _ _ _ _ — —  Sept.  1  to  Oct.  14. 

%  hour  before  sunrise  untU  sunset _  Jan.  1  to  Jan.  16. 

South  Zone  (Counties  of  Cameron,  Willacy,  Hidalgo,  Starr,  Zapata,  Webb,  and  Maverick) : 
Shooting  hours : 

12  noon  untU  sunset _ ----- _ - _ - _  Sept.  4-6,  Sept.  11-12,  and 

Sept.  26  to  Nov.  2. 

%  hour  before  sunrise  until  sunset _  Jan.  1  to  Jan.  16. 

Remainder  of  South  Zone: 

Shooting  hours: 

12  noon  until  sunset _ — _ _ _  Sept.  26  to  Nov.  7. 

%  hour  before  sunrise  until  sunset -  Jan.  1  to  Jan.  16. 
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(5)  Boats— The  use  of  boats  Is  pro¬ 
hibited.  One  or  two-man  life  rafts  that 
can  be  carried  by  an  Individual  from  the 
parking  areas  to  the  hunting  area  may 
be  used  to  retrieve  dead  or  wounded 
birds. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  January  18, 
1977. 

Charles  R.  Bryant, 
Refuge  Manager. 

August  24, 1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-25634  Filed  9-1-76; 8  45  am) 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Alamosa  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

The  following  special  regulation  Is 
Issued  and  Is  effective  on  September  2. 
1976. 

§  32.22  Special  regulation*;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Colorado 

ALAMOSA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  cottontail  rab¬ 
bits,  white  and  black-tailed  jack  rabbits, 
striped  skunk,  spotted  skunk,  badger, 
raccoon,  coyote  and  bobcat  on  the  Ala¬ 
mosa  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Colorado, 
Is  permitted  in  accordance  with  condi¬ 
tions  as  outlined  below,  but  only  on  the 
area  designated  by  signs  as  open  to 
hunting: 

(1)  Cottontail  rabbits,  white  and 
black-tailed  jack  rabbits,  striped  skunk, 
spotted  skunk,  badger,  raccoon,  and  coy¬ 
ote — October  2,  1976  through  October  17, 
1976,  inclusive,  and  November  1,  1976 
through  January  18,  1977,  inclusive. 

(2)  Bobcat — October  15,  1976  through 
October  17,  1976,  inclusive,  and  Novem¬ 
ber  1, 1976  through  January  18,  1977,  in¬ 
clusive. 

This  open  area,  comprising  3,946  acres, 
is  delineated  on  maps  available  at  ref¬ 
uge  headquarters.  Alamosa,  Colorado, 
and  from  the  Regional  Director,  U8.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service.  10597  West  6th 
Ave.,  Denver,  Colorado  80215.  Hunting 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  applica¬ 
ble  State  regulations  governing  the  hunt¬ 
ing  of  cottontail  rabbits,  white  and  black¬ 
tailed  jack  rabbits,  striped  shunk,  spotted 
skunk,  badger,  raccoon,  coyote,  and  bob¬ 
cat,  subject  to  the  following  special  con¬ 
ditions; 

(1)  Shooting  hours  for  cottontail  rab¬ 
bits  will  be  from  sunrise  to  sunset  except 
during  the  pheasant  season  when  they 
shall  coincide  with  the  shooting  hours 
set  for  this  season  by  State  proclamation. 

(2)  Shooting  hours  for  white  and 
black-tailed  jack  rabbits,  striped  skunk, 
spotted  skunk,  badger,  raccoon,  coyote, 
and  bobcat  shall  coincide  with  those  set 
by  Federal  and  State  proclamation  for 
the  hunting  of  migratory  waterfowL 

(3)  Admittance — Entrance  to  the  area 
open  to  hunting  and  parking  of  vehicles 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

will  be  restricted  to  designated  parking 
areas. 

(4)  Dogs — Not  to  exceed  two  dogs  per 
hunter  may  be  used  in  the  hunting  of  the 
above  species. 

(5)  Hunting  with  rifles  and  hand  guns 
is  prohibited. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regulation 
supplement  the  regulations  which  gov¬ 
ern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas  gen¬ 
erally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50. 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  January  18,  1977. 

Charles  R.  Bryant, 
Refuge  Manager. 

August  24,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-35635  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  ftm| 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Flint  Hills  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  September  2, 
1976. 

§  32.32  Special  regulations,  deer,  for  in¬ 
dividual  wildlife  refuge  area*. 

Kansas 

FLINT  HILLS  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  deer,  with  bow  and 
arrows  on  the  Flint  Hills  National  Wild¬ 
life  Refuge,  Burlington,  Kansas,  is  per¬ 
mitted  October  1  through  November  30, 
1976  inclusive  and  from  December  18 
through  December  31,  1976  inclusive,  in 
accordance  with  all  applicable  State 
Regulations  subject  to  the  following  spe¬ 
cial  conditions: 

(1)  The  open  area  is  delineated  on 
maps  available  at  refuge  headquarters, 
P.O.  Box  213,  Burlington,  Kansas  66839, 
or  from  the  Area  Manager,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  Federal  Building  Room 
1748,  601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri  64106. 

(2)  Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  all  applicable  State  and  Federal 
laws  and  regulations  governing  the  hunt¬ 
ing  of  deer. 

(3)  The  use  of  rifles  or  pistols  are  pro¬ 
hibited  on  the  refuge. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regulation 
supplement  the  regulations  which  gov¬ 
ern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas  gen¬ 
erally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  December  31, 
1976. 

Michael  J.  Long, 
Refuge  Manager. 

August  17, 1976. 

(FR  Doc.76-25638  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Hint  Hills  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  September  2, 
1976. 
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S  32.12  Special  regulations ;  migratory 
game  birds;  for  individual  wildlife 

refuge  areas. 

Kansas 

FLINT  HILLS  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  ducks,  geese,  coots 
and  mergansers  on  the  Flint  Hills  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Kansas,  Is  per¬ 
mitted,  but  only  on  the  area  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This  open 
area  is  delineated  on  maps  available  at 
refuge  headquarters,  Burlington,  Kansas, 
and  from  the  Area  Manager,  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  Federal  Building 
Room  1748,  601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64106.  AH  applicable  open¬ 
ing  and  closing  hunting  dates  as  estab¬ 
lished  by  State  and  Federal  Laws  apply, 
as  well  as  all  other  State  and  Federal 
regulations.  Refuge  hunting  shall  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following  special  conditions: 

(1)  Vehicle  access  shall  be  restricted 
to  designated  parking  areas  and  to  exist¬ 
ing  roads. 

(2)  Blind  construction  by  the  public  is 
permitted  but  limited  to  temporary 
above  ground  construction.  Constructed 
blinds  become  the  property  of  the  gov¬ 
ernment.  Blind  construction  does  not 
constitute  a  reservation  of  hunting  space. 
Daily  occupancy  of  blinds  erected  on  ref¬ 
uge  hunting  units  will  be  determined  on 
a  flrst-come-flrst-serve  basis. 

(3)  The  transportation  or  possession 
of  firearms  is  not  permitted  on  the  Ne¬ 
osho  River  from  the  northern  refuge 
boundary  to  the  point  where  the  river 
empties  into  John  Redmond  Reservoir. 

The  provisions  of  the  special  regulation 
supplement  the  regulations  which  govern 
hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas  gener¬ 
ally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32. 

Michael  J.  Long, 
Refuge  Manager. 

August  17.  1976. 

[  FR  Doc.76-2564 1  Filed  9-1-76;  8 : 45  am  ] 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Hint  Hills  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

The  following  special  regulation  is  Is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  September  2, 
1976. 

§  32.12  Special  regulations;  migratory 
game  birds;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

Kansas 

FLINT  HILLS  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  mourning  doves, 
rails,  woodcock  &  Wilson’s  snipe,  on  the 
Flint  Hills  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 
Kansas,  is  permitted  only  on  the  area 
designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting. 
This  open  area  is  delineated  on  maps 
available  at  refuge  headquarters,  Bur¬ 
lington,  Kansas  and  from  the  Area  Man¬ 
ager,  UJ3.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service.  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Room  1748,  601  East  12th 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106. 
Hunting  seasons  are  in  accordance  with 
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Kansas  State  regulations,  and  all  appli¬ 
cable  State  and  Federal  hunting  laws  and 

regulations  apply. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regulation 
supplement  the  regulations  which  govern 
hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas  gener¬ 
ally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and  are 
effective  as  applicable,  through  calendar 
year  1976. 

Michael  J.  Long, 
Refuge  Manager 

August  17,  1976. 

| FR  Doc .76-25642  Filed  9-1-76; 8  45  am) 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Flint  Hills  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  September  2, 1976. 

§  32.12  Special  regulations:  migratory 
game  birds;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

v  Kansas 

FLINT  HILLS  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  teal  ducks,  during  a 
legally  defined  ‘Early  Teal  Season’,  on 
the  Flint  Hills  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Kansas,  is  permitted  in  accordance  with 
Kansas  State  regulations,  and  all  appli¬ 
cable  State  and  Federal  hunting  laws  and 
regulations,  but  only  on  the  area  desig¬ 
nated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This 
open  area  is  delineated  on  maps  avail¬ 
able  at  refuge  headquarters.  Burling¬ 
ton,  Kansas,  and  from  the  Area  Man¬ 
ager,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Federal  Building  Room  1748,  601  East 
12th  Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106. 
The  following  special  conditions  apply 
on  the  refuge: 

(1)  Vehicle  access  shall  be  restricted 
to  designated  parking  areas  and  to  ex¬ 
isting  roads. 

(2)  Blind  construction  by  the  public 
is  permitted  but  limited  to  temporary 
above-ground  construction.  Construct¬ 
ed  blinds  become  the  property  of  the  gov¬ 
ernment.  Blind  construction  does  not 
constitute  a  reservation  of  hunting  space. 
Daily  occupancy  of  blinds  erected  on 
refuge  hunting  units  will  be  determined 
on  a  first-come-first-serve  basis. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regulation 
supplement  the  regulations  which  gov¬ 
ern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas  gen¬ 
erally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  as  applicable,  through 
calendar  year  1976. 

Michael  J.  Long, 
Refuge  Manager. 

August  17, 1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-26643  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am) 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Hint  Hills  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  September  2, 
1978. 


§  32.22  Special  regulation*;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
area*. 

Kansas 

FLINT  HILLS  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  small  game 
animals,  upland  game  birds,  fur  bearing 
animals  and  non  game  animals  on  the 
Flint  Hills  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Kansas,  is  permitted  from  October  1, 

1976,  through  September  30,  1977,  in¬ 
clusive,  but  only  on  the  area  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This  open 
area  is  delineated  on  maps  available  at 
refuge  headquarters,  Burlington, 
Kansas,  and  from  the  Area  Manager,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  Room  1748,  601  East  12th  Street, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri  64106.  Hunting 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  appli¬ 
cable  State  laws  and  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  the  hunting  of  small  game  animals, 
upland  game  birds,  fur  bearing  animals 
and  non  game  animals  subject  to  the 
following  special  conditions : 

(1)  The  use  of  rifles  or  pistols  are 
prohibited  on  the  refuge. 

(2)  Vehicle  access  shall  be  restricted 
to  designated  parking  areas  and  existing 
roads. 

(3)  Dogs  may  be  used  only  for  hunt¬ 
ing  and  retrieving  small  game  animals 
and  game  birds.  Dogs  may  not  be  used 
for  hunting  fur  bearing  animals  and 
non-game  animals,  either  by  sight  or 
trailing  by  scent. 

(4)  Fur  bearing  animals  may  be  taken 
upon  issuance  of  a  Special  Use,  Permit 
by  the  Refuge  Manager. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regulation 
supplement  the  regulations  which  gov¬ 
ern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  September  30, 

1977. 

Michael  J.  Long, 
Refuge  Manager. 

August  18,  1976. 

|FR  Doc.76-25644  Filed  9-1  76:8:45  am| 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Erie  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  during  the  period 
September  8,  1976  through  March  15, 
1977. 

§  32.12  Special  regulations:  migrator) 
game  bird*;  for  intliy  idual  wildlife 
refuge  area*. 

Pennsylvania 

ERIE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  HETUGE 

Public  hunting  of  migratory  game 
birds  on  the  Erie  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 
uge  is  permitted  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  and  Federal  regulations. 
Such  hunting  is  permitted  only  on  the 
designated  area,  as  delineated  on  maps 
available  at  refuge  headquarters,  Guys 
Mills,  Pennsylvania,  or  from  the  Re¬ 
gional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 


Service,  Post  Office  and  Courthouse 
Building,  Boston,  Massachusetts  02109. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  govern¬ 
ing  hunting  on  wildlife  areas  generally, 
which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and  are  ef¬ 
fective  through  March  15, 1977. 

Howard  D.  Woon, 

Acting  Regional  Director, 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

August  26, 1976. 

|FR  Doc.76-25637  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am) 


PART  32 — HUNTING 

Bear  River  Migratory  Bird  Refuge,  Utah 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  September  2. 
1976. 

§  32.12  Special  regulation*:  migrator) 
game  bird*,  fur  individual  wildlife 
ref  uge  areas. 

Utah 

bear  river  migratory  bird  refuge 

The  public  hunting  of  ducks,  coots, 
mergansers  and  whistling  swans  on  the 
Bear  River  Migratory  Bird  Refuge,  Utah, 
is  permitted  from  October  2,  1976 
through  January  2,  1977,  inc’usive;  and 
geese  from  October  9,  1976  through  De¬ 
cember  19,  1976,  inclusive,  only  on  the 
area  designated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunt¬ 
ing.  This  area,  comprising  12,855  acres, 
is  delineated  on  mars  available  at  refuge 
headquarters,  Brigham  City,  Utah,  and 
from  the  Area  Office,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Federal  Building,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84111.  Hunting  shall  be  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  all  applicable  State  and  Fed¬ 
eral  regulations  covering  the  hunting  of 
ducks,  geese,  coot,  mergansers  and  whis¬ 
tling  swans  subject  to  the  following  spe¬ 
cial  regulations: 

(1)  Steel  Shot.  The  exclusive  use  of 
steel  shot  is  required  on  all  days  in  both 
Hunting  Area  “A”  and  Area  “B”  for  the 
entire  season.  The  possession  of  lead  shot 
within  a  refuge  hunting  area  is  pro¬ 
hibited,  and  having  lead  shot  in  one’s 
possession  will  be  considered  prima  facie 
evidence  that  the  person  possessing  such 
shot  is  engaged  in  hunting  with  same: 
except  lead  shot  may  be  possessed  for 
transportation  through  designated  travel 
lanes  for  use  off  refuge. 

(2)  Hunting  Areas.  No  hunting  is  per¬ 
mitted  from  roadways  or  within  100 
yards  of  any  ro^dwav  in  Area  “A”.  No 
hunting  is  permitted  from  roadway  or 
adjacent  area  as  posted  by  signs  in  Area 
“B”. 

(3)  Boat  Use.  The  use  of  boats  is  per¬ 
mitted  except  that  air  thrust  boats  and 
aircycles  may  not  be  used  in  Unit  2  on 
weekends  and  holidays.  Alrboats  may  be 
launched  only  from  designated  boat 
ramps.  Boats  may  be  left  at  designated 
sites  one  week  prior  to  and  during  the 
hunting  season.  All  boats  and  trailers 
must  be  removed  within  two  weeks  after 
close  of  the  hunting  season. 
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(4)  Parking.  Hunters  may  park  cars 
only  at  designated  areas  within  the 
refuge. 

(5)  Hunter  Check  Station.  All  hunters 
entering  Area  “A”  are  required  to  reg¬ 
ister  at  the  check  station  and  check  out 
before  leaving  the  refuge.  All  hunters 
entering  the  Perry  gate  entrance  to  Area 
“B”  are  required  to  register  and  check 
out  at  the  self  registration  counter  pro¬ 
vided. 

(6)  Routes  of  Travel.  Travel  to  open 
hunting  areas  is  permitted  by  foot  or 
bicycle  over  roads  between  Units  1  and  2 
and  Units  2  and  3.  Travel  by  boat  is  per¬ 
mitted  from  headquarter  area  boat 
ramps  down  canals  between  Units  1  and 
2  and  Units  2  and  3,  and  the  main  river 
channel  into  Unit  2.  Vehicles  with  boats 
and  trailers  are  permitted  to  travel  dike 
roads  to  designated  parking  and  launch¬ 
ing  sites.  Travel  by  boat  to  reach  lands 
outside  refuge  boundary  will  be  per¬ 
mitted  only  over  designated  travel  lanes 
through  closed  areas.  Firearms  must  be 
unloaded  and  either  cased  or  broken 
down  when  transported  by  motor  vehicle 
or  boat  over  the  above  designated  travel 
lanes. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  50  CFR 
Part  32,  and  are  effective  through  Jan¬ 
uary  2,  1977. 

Ned  I.  Peabody. 

Refuge  Manager, 

Bear  River  Migratory  Bird  Refuge. 

August  26,  1976. 

[PR  Doc.76-25636  Piled  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Monte  Vista  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Colo. 

The  following  special  regulation  is 
Issued  and  is  effective  on  September  2. 

1976. 

§  32.12  Special  regulations;  migratory 
game  birds;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 


(4)  Sora  and  Virginia  rails — Octo¬ 
ber  2,  1976  through  October  17,  1976, 
inclusive,  and  November  1,  1976  through 
November  9, 1976,  inclusive. 

(5)  Wilson’s  snipe — October  2,  1976 
through  October  17,  1976,  inclusive,  and 
November  1,  1976  through  December  2, 

1976,  inclusive. 

This  open  area,  comprising  5,314  acres, 
is  delineated  on  maps  available  at  refuge 
headquarters,  Monte  Vista,  Colorado, 
and  from  the  Regional  Director,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  10597  West  6th 
Ave.,  Denver,  Colorado  80215.  Hunting 
shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  appli¬ 
cable  State  and  Federal  regulations  cov¬ 
ering  the  hunting  of  geese,  ducks,  coots, 
mergansers,  mourning  doves,  sora  and 
Virginia  rails,  and  Wilson’s  snipe,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following  special  conditions: 

(1)  Shooting  hours  will  be  from  one- 
half  hour  before  sunrise  until  sunset  for 
ducks,  geese,  coots  and  mergansers. 

(2)  Shooting  hours  will  be  from  sun¬ 
rise  to  sunset  on  mourning  doves,  sora 
and  Virginia  rails  and  Wilson’s  snipe. 

(3 )  Admittance — Entrance  to  the  area 
open  to  hunting,  and  parking  of  vehicles 
will  be  restricted  to  designated  parking 
areas. 

(4)  Dogs — Not  to  exceed  two  dogs  per 
hunter  may  be  used  in  the  hunting  of  the 
above  species. 

(5)  Boats — The  use  of  boats  is  pro¬ 
hibited.  One  or  two-man  life  rafts  that 
can  be  carried  by  an  individual  from  the 
parking  areas  to  the  hunting  area  may 
be  used  to  retrieve  dead  or  wounded 
birds. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  January  18, 

1977. 

August  24. 1976. 

Charles  R.  Bryant, 
Refuge  Manager. 

|FR  Doc .76- 25647  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


Colorado 

MONTE  VISTA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  geese,  ducks, 
coots,  mergansers,  mourning  doves,  sora 
and  Virginia  rails,  and  Wilson's  snipe  on 
the  Monte  Vista  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 
uge,  Colorado,  is  permitted  in  accordance 
with  conditions  as  outlined  below,  but 
only  on  the  area  designated  by  signs  as 
open  to  hunting: 

(1)  Ducks,  coots  and  mergansers — 

October  2, 1976  through  October  17, 1976, 
inclusive,  and  November  13,  1976 

through  Janliary  18,  1977,  inclusive. 

(2)  Canada  geese — November  1,  1976 
through  December  31,  1976,  inclusive. 
Hunting  of  Canada  geese  is  restricted  to 
those  persons  who  have  secured  a  special 
Colorado  state  permit  for  the  Special 
San  Luis  Valley  Goose  Hunt 

(3)  Mourning  doves — October  2,  1976 
through  October  17,  1976,  inclusive. 


PART  32— HUNTING 
Prime  Hook  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Del. 

The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  during  the  period 
September  8,  1976  through  January  31, 
1977. 

§  32.12  Special  regulations;  migratory 
game  birds;  for  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

Delaware 

PRIME  HOOK  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  rails,  galllnules, 
mourning  doves,  common  snipe,  wood¬ 
cock,  and  crows  is  permitted  only  on  the 
North  Hunting  Area.  This  open  area, 
comprising  approximately  2,320  acres, 
is  delineated  on  maps  available  at  refuge 
headquarters,  Milton,  Delaware  19968, 
and  from  the  Regional  Director,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Post  Office  and 
Courthouse  Building,  Boston,  Massachu¬ 


setts  02109.  Hunting  shall  be  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  all  applicable  Federal  and 
State  regulations  covering  the  hunting 
of  rails,  gallinules,  mourning  doves, 
woodcock,  common  snipe  and  crows. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally,  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  January  31, 
1977. 

Howard  D.  Woon, 

Acting  Regional  Director, 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 

August  26, 1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-25649  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  ami 


PART  32— HUNTING 
California  and  Arizona 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
issued  and  are  effective  on  September  2, 
1976. 

§  32.22  Special  regulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Arizona 

kofa  game  range 

The  public  hunting  of  quail,  cotton¬ 
tail  rabbits,  coyotes,  gray  fox,  and  bob¬ 
cat  on  the  Kofa  Game  Range,  Arizona, 
is  permitted  except  in  those  areas  desig¬ 
nated  by  signs  as  closed  to  hunting. 
These  open  areas,  comprising  660,000 
acres,  are  delineated  on  maps  available 
at  refuge  headquarters,  Yuma,  Arizona, 
and  from  the  Regional  Director,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box  1306, 
Albuquerque,  New  Mexico  87103.  Hunt¬ 
ing  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  appli¬ 
cable  State  regulations  covering  the 
hunting  of  quail,  cottontail  rabbits,  coy¬ 
otes,  gray  fox  and  bobcat  subject  to  the 
following  special  conditions: 

(1)  The  open  season  for  hunting  quail 
on  the  refuge  extends  from  October  1, 
1976  through  January  31,  1977,  inclu¬ 
sive. 

(2)  The  open  season  for  hunting  coy¬ 
otes,  gray  fox,  bobcats  and  cottontail 
rabbits  on  the  refuge  extends  from  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1976  through  January  31,  1977, 
inclusive. 

(3)  Possession  or  transportation  of  any 
loaded  firearm  or  strung  bow  within  or 
on  any  motorized  vehicle  or  its  attach¬ 
ments  is  prohibited.  A  loaded  firearm 
shall  mean  any  firearm  containing  any 
cartridge  or  ammunition  in  its  chamber 
or  magazine. 

(4)  Possession  or  transportation  of  any 
uncased  firearm  within  or  on  any  motor¬ 
ized  vehicle  or  its  attachments  is  pro¬ 
hibited.  An  uncased  firearm  shall  mean 
any  firearm  not  encased  in  any  holster, 
scabbard  or  gun  case  (soft  or  hard). 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  January  31,  1977. 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Arizona  and  California 

CIBOLA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  quail  and  cot¬ 
tontail  rabbits  on  Cibola  National  Wild¬ 
life  Refuge,  Arizona  and  California,  is 
permitted  only  on  the  areas  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  These  open 
areas,  comprising  7,500  acres,  are  delin¬ 
eated  on  maps  available  at  refuge 
headquarters,  Blythe,  California,  and 
from  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Pish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box  1306,  Al¬ 
buquerque,  New  Mexico  87103.  Hunting 
seasons  are  as  follows:  Arizona — rabbit, 
from  October  1,  1976  through  January 
31,  1977,  inclusive;  California — from 
September  1,  1976  through  January  31, 
1967,  inclusive;  Arizona — quail,  from  Oc¬ 
tober  1,  1976  through  January  31,  1977, 
inclusive;  California — quail,  from  Octo¬ 
ber  23,  1976  through  January  30,  1977, 
inclusive.  Hunting  shall  be  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  all  applicable  State  regula¬ 
tions  covering  the  hunting  of  quail  and 
rabbit  subject  to  the  following  special 
conditions : 

(1)  Up  to  2  dogs  per  hunter  are  al¬ 
lowed  for  the  purpose  of  legal  bird  hunt¬ 
ing  only. 

(2)  Hunting  is  prohibited  within  one- 
fourth  mile  of  any  occupied  dwelling  or 
250  yards  of  any  farm  field  worker. 

(3)  Campfires  will  be  permitted  only 
in  designated  areas.  All  other  open  fires 
are  prohibited. 

(4)  Wildlife  observation  is  permitted 
within  the  two  closed  hunting  zones. 
Persons  are  permitted  to  use  only  estab¬ 
lished  routes  of  travel. 

(5)  Cibola  Lake,  located  in  Zone  1,  is 
closed  to  fishing  and  boating  from  Oc¬ 
tober  1  through  March  1  during  the 
waterfowl  use  period. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  January  31, 
1977. 

HAVASU  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Hie  public  hunting  of  quail,  cottontail, 
and  jackrabbits  on  the  Havasu  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Arizona  and  California, 
is  permitted  only  on  the  area  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This  open 
area,  comprising  29,150  acres,  is  delin¬ 
eated  on  maps  available  at  refuge  head¬ 
quarters,  Needles,  California,  and  from 
the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box  1306,  Albu¬ 
querque,  New  Mexico  87103.  Hunting 
seasons  are  as  follows:  Arizona — quail, 
from  October  1,  1976  through  January 
31,  1977,  inclusive;  cottontail  and  jack- 
rabbits,  from  October  1,  1976  through 
January  31,  1977,  inclusive.  California — 
quail,  from  November  1,  1976  through 
January  30,  1977,  inclusive;  cottontail 
and  jackrabbits,  from  September  1,  1976 
through  January  30,  1977,  inclusive. 
Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  regulations  covering  the 
hunting  of  quail,  cottontail  and  jack¬ 
rabbits  subject  to  the  following  special 
conditions: 


(1)  Hunting  is  prohibited  within  one- 
fourth  mile  of  any  occupied  dwelling  or 
concession  operation. 

(2)  Weapons:  Shotguns  only,  not 
larger  than  10  gauge  and  incapable  of 
holding  more  than  3  shells. 

(3)  Shooting  hours:  one-half  hour  be¬ 
fore  sunrise  to  sunset. 

<4)  Up  to  2  dogs  per  hunter  may  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  hunting  and 
retrieving. 

(5)  Hunters  must  enter  the  hunting 
area  known  as  Topock  Marsh  by  way  of 
the  parking  lots  only. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  January  31, 
1977. 

IMPERIAL  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  quail  and  cot¬ 
tontail  rabbits  on  the  Imperial  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Arizona  and  California, 
is  permitted  only  on  the  area  designated 
by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This  open 
area,  comprising  16,500  acres,  is  delin¬ 
eated  on  maps  available  at  refuge  head¬ 
quarters,  Martinez  Lake,  Arizona,  and 
from  the  Regional  Director,  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box  1306,  Al¬ 
buquerque,  New  Mexico  87103.  Hunting 
seasons  are  as  follows;  Arizona — quail 
and  cottontail  rabbits,  from  October  1, 
1976  through  January*  31,  1977,  inclu¬ 
sive.  California — quail,  from  October  23, 
1976  through  January  30,  1977,  inclusive; 
cottontail  rabbits,  from  October  1 
through  January  30,  1977,  inclusive. 
Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  regulations  covering  the 
hunting  of  quail  and  rabbits  subject  to 
the  following  special  conditions : 

_<1)  Quail  and  rabbits  may  be  taken 
with  shotguns  only.  Possession  of  .22  cali¬ 
ber  rimfire  firearms  is  prohibited. 

(2)  Up  to  2  dogs  per  hunter  may  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  hunting  and 
retrieving. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  January  30, 
1977. 

Oklahoma 

SEQUOYAH  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  quail,  rabbit  and 
squirrel  on  the  Sequoyah  National  Wild¬ 
life  Refuge,  Oklahoma,  is  permitted  on 
three  areas  designated  by  signs  as  open 
to  hunting.  These  open  areas,  compris¬ 
ing  10,500  acres,  are  delineated  on  maps 
available  at  refuge  headquarters,  Salli- 
saw,  Oklahoma,  and  from  the  Regional 
Director,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
P.O.  Box  1306,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico 
87103.  Hunting  seasons  are  as  follows: 
quail,  November  20, 1976  through  the  last 
day  of  the  regular  1976-77  duck  season, 
inclusive;  rabbits,  from  October  2,  1976 
through  the  last  day  of  the  regular  1976- 
77  duck  season,  inclusive;  squirrel,  from 


September  1,  1976  through  January  1, 
1977,  inclusive.  Hunting  shall  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  all  applicable  State  regu¬ 
lations  covering  the  hunting  of  quail, 
squirrel,  and  rabbits  subject  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  special  conditions : 

(1)  Only  shotguns  without  slug  am¬ 
munition  or  longbow  and  arrow  are  per¬ 
mitted. 

(2)  Hunting  weapons  of  any  kind  are 
prohibited  in  areas  not  posted  as  open  to 
public  hunting,  except  the  Kerr-McClel- 
lan  Navigation  Channel  where  weapons 
must  be  cased  or  broken  down. 

(3)  Dogs  may  be  used  for  hunting 
quail  or  rabbit,  but  must  be  under  im¬ 
mediate  control  or  supervision  and  re¬ 
strained  from  pursuit  of  protected 
species. 

<4)  Camping  or  possession  of  firearms 
on  the  refuge  at  night  is  prohibited. 

(5)  All  vehicles  must  be  parked  in  des¬ 
ignated  parking  areas,  as  shown  on  maps 
available  at  refuge  headquarters  and  at 
leaflet  boxes  throughout  the  public  hunt¬ 
ing  area. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  the  last  day  of 
the  regular  1976-77  duck  season. 

§  32.32  S|ir«'ial  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

Oklahoma 

SALT  PLAINS  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  deer  is  permitted 
on  Salt  Plains  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Oklahoma,  but  only  on  the  area  desig¬ 
nated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This 
open  area,  comprising  2,341  acres,  is  de¬ 
lineated  on  maps  available  at  refuge 
headquarters,  14  miles  north  of  Jet, 
Oklahoma,  and  from  the  Regional  Di¬ 
rector,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
P.O.  Box  1306,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico 
87103.  Participants  will  be  determined 
through  special  drawing.  Applications 
must  be  made  on  special  pre-addressed 
forms.  General  instructions  for  obtain¬ 
ing  and  completing  these  special  applica¬ 
tion  forms  are  available  from  Salt  Plains 
National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Route  1.  Box 
49,  Jet,  Oklahoma  73749,  or  from  the 
Oklahoma  Department  of  Wildlife  Con¬ 
servation,  1801  N.  Lincoln,  Oklahoma 
City,  Oklahoma  73105.  Special  applica¬ 
tions  must  be  obtained  in  the  manner 
outlined  in  these  general  instructions 
no  earlier  than  August  16,  1976  and  no 
later  than  September  10, 1976.  Completed 
applications  must  be  received  by  the 
Oklahoma  Department  of  Wildlife  Con¬ 
servation  no  later  than  September  15, 
1976.  Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  State  regulations  covering  the  hunt¬ 
ing  of  deer  subject  to  the  following  spe¬ 
cial  conditions: 

(1)  The  dates  of  the  bow  hunting  sea¬ 
son  shall  be  October  23,  24,  30  and  31, 
1976. 

(2)  The  dates  of  the  primitive  firearms 
hunting  season  shall  be  November  6  and 
7,  1976. 
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(3)  The  dates  of  the  modern  gun  hunt¬ 
ing  season  shall  be  November  20,  21,  23, 
24,  27  and  28,  1976. 

(4)  Hunters  must  check  in  at  the 
refuge  office  prior  to  entering  the  as¬ 
signed  hunting  area  and  must  check  out 
at  the  refuge  office  upon  leaving  the  area. 

(5)  Shooting  hours  on  the  refuge  will 
end  each  day  at  sunset. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  November  28, 
1976. 

WICHITA  MOUNTAINS  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  elk  on  the  Wich¬ 
ita  Mountains  Wildlife  Refuge,  Okla¬ 
homa,  is  permitted  only  in  the  Pinchot, 
Graham  Flat,  North  Mountains  and 
Quanah-Elk  Mountain  Units.  The  open 
hunting  area,  comprising  47,200  acres, 
is  delineated  on  maps  available  at  ref¬ 
uge  headquarters,  Cache,  Oklahoma, 
and  from  the  Regional  Director,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box  1306, 
Albuquerque,  New  Mexico  87103.  Hunt¬ 
ing  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all  ap¬ 
plicable  State  regulations  covering  the 
hunting  of  elk  subject  to  the  following 
special  conditions: 

(1)  Hunting  days  will  be  restricted 
to  December  14,  15  and  16  (Tuesday, 
Wednesday  and  Thursday) ,  1976. 

(2)  No  personnel  of  the  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  or  of  the  Oklahoma 
Department  of  Wildlife  Conservation 
are  eligible  to  hunt. 

(3)  Except  as  provided  in  special  con¬ 
dition  (4)  below,  the  applicable  por¬ 
tions  of  the  Quanah-Elk  Mountain  Unit 
will  be  closed  to  all  public  use  except 
elk  hunting  during  hunt  period. 

(4)  Authorized  hunters  may  retain 
approved,  unloaded  hunting  rifles  and 
camp  overnight  (in  Camp  Doris  only) 
during  this  period  when  the  Quanah- 
Elk  Mountain  Unit  is  closed  to  all  other 
public  use.  Such  camping  hunters  may 
be  accompanied  by,  not  to  exceed,  one 
camping  companion  who  will  be  con¬ 
fined  to  Camp  Doris  or  refuge  head¬ 
quarters  during  hunt  period  unless  au¬ 
thorized  to  assist  with  the  removal  of 
game  by  the  Refuge  Manager  or  his 
agent. 

(5)  Authorized  hunters  will  comply 
with  all  official  written  refuge  rules  and 
regulations  issued  at  mandatory  hunter 
briefings.  Violation  of  any  of  these  rules 
or  regulations,  or  of  any  Federal  or 
State  hunting  law,  will  terminate  the 
hunt  of  the  person  or  persons  so  in¬ 
volved. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 
32,  and  are  effective  through  December 
16, 1976. 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

Texas 

LAGUNA  ATASCOSA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 
REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  deer  on  the 
Laguna  Atascosa  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Texas,  is  permitted  only  on  the 
area  designated  by  signs  as  open  to 
hunting.  This  open  area,  comprising 
19,240  acres,  is  delineated  on  maps  avail¬ 
able  at  refuge  headquarters,  Harlingen, 
Texas,  and  from  the  Regional  Director, 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box 
1306,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico  87103. 
Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  regulations  covering 
the  archery  hunt  of  deer  subject  to  the 
following  special  conditions: 

(1)  Hunting  with,  or  possession  of, 
weapons  other  than  long  bow  is  not 
permitted.  - 

(2)  The  open  season  for  hunting  deer 
on  the  refuge  is  from  sunrise  to  2  p.m., 
Fridays  through  Mondays,  October  1, 
2,  3, 8,  9. 10, 15, 16  and  17, 1976. 

(3)  Hunting  hours  will  close  at  2  p.m. 
each  day. 

(4)  The  bag  limit  is  2  buck  deer. 

(5)  Target  and  field  arrows  are  not 
permitted. 

(6)  Hunters  must  check  in  and  out 
each  day  of  the  hunt  at  the  Laguna 
Atascosa  field  office,  which  will  be  open 
one  hour  before  sunrise  to  2  p.m.  Permits 
will  be  issued  and  collected  at  this  point. 
Deer  must  be  checked  out  at  this  check 
point. 

(7)  Vehicles  will  not  be  permitted  off 
refuge  roads  or  beyond  blocked  off  gates. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  October  17,  1976. 

§  32.22  Special  regulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Texas 

LAGUNA  ATASCOSA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 
REFUGE 

The  hunting  of  upland  game  on  the 
Laguna  Atascosa  National  Wildlife  Ref¬ 
uge,  Texas,  is  suspended  for  the  1976-77 
hunting  season.  It  has  been  determined 
that  a  huntable  population  of  upland 
game  is  not  available  on  the  refuge  this 
year. 

W.  O.  Nelson,  Jr., 
Regional  Director, 
Albuquerque,  New  Mexico. 

August  24, 1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-25646  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 
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The  following  special  regulation  is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  September  2, 
1976. 
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§  32.22  Special  regulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Colorado 

MONTE  VISTA  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

The  public  hunting  of  cottontail  rab¬ 
bits,  white  and  black-tailed  jack  rabbits, 
striped  skunk,  spotted  skunk,  badger, 
raccoon,  coyote  and  bobcat  on  the  Monte 
Vista  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Colo¬ 
rado,  is  permitted  in  accordance  with 
conditions  as  outlined  below,  but  only  on 
the  area  designated  by  signs  as  open  to 
hunting: 

(1)  Cottontail  rabbits,  white  and  black¬ 
tailed  jack  rabbits,  striped  skunk,  spotted 
skunk,  badger,  raccoon,  and  coyote — 
October  2,  1976  through  October  17, 

1976,  inclusive,  and  November  1,  1976 
through  January  18,  1977,  inclusive. 

(2)  Bobcat — October  15,  1976  through 
October  17,  1976,  inclusive,  and  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1976  through  January  18,  1977, 
inclusive. 

This  open  area,  comprising  5,314  acres, 
is  delineated  on  maps  available  at  re¬ 
fuge  headquarters,  Monte  Vista,  Colo¬ 
rado,  and  from  the  Regional  Director, 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  10597 
West  6th  Ave.,  Denver,  Colorado  80215. 
Hunting  shall  be  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  State  regulations  governing 
the  hunting  of  cottontail  rabbits,  white 
and  black-tailed  jack  rabbits,  striped 
skunk,  spotted  skunk,  badger,  raccoon, 
coyote,  and  bobcat,  subject  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  special  conditions : 

(1)  Shooting  hours  for  cottontail  rab¬ 
bits  will  be  from  sunrise  to  sunset  except 
during  the  pheasant  season  when  they 
shall  coincide  with  the  shooting  hours 
set  for  this  season  by  State  proclama¬ 
tion. 

(2)  Shooting  hours  for  white  and 
black-tailed  jack  rabbits,  striped  skunk, 
spotted  skunk,  badger,  raccoon,  coyote, 
and  bobcat  shall  coincide  with  those  set 
by  Federal  and  State  proclamation  for 
the  hunting  of  migratory  waterfowl. 

(3)  Admittance — Entrance  to  the  area 
open  to  hunting  and  parking  of  vehicles 
will  be  restricted  to  designated  parking 
areas. 

(4)  Dogs — Not  to  exceed  two  dogs  per 
hunter  may  be  used  in  the  hunting  of 
the  above  species. 

(5)  Hunting  with  rifles  and  hand  guns 
is  prohibited. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuges  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  January  18, 

1977. 

Charles  R.  Bryant, 

Refuge  Manager,  Monte  Vista 
National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

August  24,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-26648  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


PART  32— HUNTING 

Kirwin  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Kansas 

The  following  special  regulation  Is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  September  2,  1976. 

§  32.22  Special  regulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

,  Kansas 

KIRWIN  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  pheasants,  quail,  cot¬ 
tontail  rabbits,  and  fox  squirrels  on  the 
Kirwin  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Kan¬ 
sas,  is  permitted  only  on  the  area  desig¬ 
nated  by  signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This 
open  area,  comprising  3,700  acres,  is  de¬ 
lineated  on  maps  available  at  refuge 
headquarters,  5  miles  west  of  Kirwin, 
Kansas,  and  from  the  Regional  Director, 
Pish  and  Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box 
25486,  Denver  Federal  Center,  Denver, 
Colorado  80225.  Hunting  shall  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  all  applicable  State  regu¬ 
lations  governing  the  hunting  of  phea¬ 
sants,  quail,  cottontail  rabbits,  and  fox 
squirrels  subject  to  the  following  special 
conditions. 

(1)  The  open  season  for  hunting 
pheasants  on  the  refuge  extends  from 
November  13,  1976,  through  January  31, 
1977,  Inclusive. 

(2)  The  open  season  for  hunting  quail 
on  the  refuge  extends  from  November  20, 
1976,  through  January  31,  1977,  inclu¬ 
sive. 

(3)  The  open  season  for  hunting  cot¬ 
tontail  rabbits  and  fox  squirrels  on  the 
refuge  shall  be  only  on  those  days  during 
the  open  season  for  the  hunting  of 
pheasants  and  quail. 

(4)  Shotguns  and  bow  and  arrows  are 
legal  weapons.  Rifles  or  handguns  will 
not  be  permitted. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32,  and 
are  effective  through  January  31,  1977. 

Keith  S.  Hansen, 
Refuge  Manager,  Kirwin  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Kir¬ 
win,  Kansas. 

August  17,  1976. 

.  [FR  Doc.76-26739  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am) 


PART  32 — HUNTING 
National  Wildlife  Refuges,  Montana 

The  following  special  regulations  are 
Issued  and  are  effective  September  2, 
1976. 

§  32.12  Special  regulations;  migratory 
game  birds,  upland  game  birds,  big 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Montana 

National  Bison  Range,  Ninepipe  and 
Pablo  Refuges,  Northwestern  Montana 
Wetlands,  and  Swan  River  Refuge,  all  in 
northwestern  Montana. 

(1)  Hunting  is  prohibited  on  the  Na¬ 
tional  Bison  Range  and  Ninepipe  and 
Pablo  Refuges. 


(2)  Northwestern  Montana  Wetlands 
as  posted  are  open  to  public  hunting  in 
accordance  with  State  and  Federal  hunt¬ 
ing  regulations.  Flathead  Waterfowl 
Production  Area  is  closed  to  big  game 
hunting. 

(3)  Swan  River  Refuge  is  open  to  pub¬ 
lic  hunting  as  posted. 

SPECIAL  CONDITIONS 

(a)  Him  ting  blinds  must  be  con¬ 
structed  of  native  material  available  at 
the  hunting  site.  Construction  of  blind 
does  not  establish  priority  to  the  blind 
or  the  hunting  area. 

(b)  Use  of  dogs  is  permitted  during  the 
waterfowl  and  pheasant  hunting  seasons 
only. 

(c)  Vehicle  travel  is  permitted  only  on 
designated  roads  and  parking  areas. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  32. 

Marvin  R.  Kaschke. 

Refuge  Manager, 
National  Bison  Range. 

August  27,  1976. 

(FR  Doc.76-25738  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am) 


PART  33— SPORT  FISHING 
Flint  Hills  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Kans. 

The  following  special  regulation  is 
issued  and  is  effective  on  September  2, 
1976. 

§  33.3  Special  regulations;  sport  fish¬ 
ing  ;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Kansas 

FLINT  HILLS  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Sport  fishing  including  the  taking  of 
frogs,  on  the  Flint  Hills  National  Wild¬ 
life  Refuge,  Kansas,  is  permitted  only  on 
the  areas  designated  as  open  to  fishing. 
These  open  areas,  comprising  1,500  acres 
of  reservoir  waters  and  approximately  28 
miles  of  river  and  stream  channel,  are 
delineated  on  maps  available  at  refuge 
headquarters,  Burlington,  Kansas,  and 
from  the  Area  Manager,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  Federal  Building,  Room 
1748,  601  East  12th  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri  64106.  Sport  fishing  shall  be  in 
accordance  with  all  applicable  State  reg¬ 
ulations  subject  to  the  following  special 
conditions: 

(1)  During  the  period  October  1,  1976 
through  December  31,  1976,  only  Eagle 
Creek,  the  Neosho  River  and  impound¬ 
ments  in  the  Eagle  Creek  and  Hartford 
hunting  units  are  open  to  public  fishing, 
except  the  Neosho  River  Oxbow  north¬ 
east  of  the  Strawn  townsite  is  closed,  as 
marked  by  buoys. 

(2)  During  the  period  January  1,  1977 
through  September  30,  1977  all  waters 
within  the  Flint  Hills  Refuge  are  open  to 
sport  fishing  and  the  taking  of  bull  frogs 
when  in  accordance  with  State  of  Kan¬ 
sas  seasons. 

(3)  Vehicle  access  shall  be  confined  to 
existing  roads  and  trails  not  otherwise 
marked  as  closed  to  vehicle  use. 


The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  fishing  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part  33, 
and  are  effective  through  September  30, 
1977. 

Michael  J.  Long, 
Refuge  Manager,  Flint  Hills 
National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

August  17,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-25645  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am 


Title  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Development 

CHAPTER  X— FEDERAL  INSURANCE 

ADMINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

SUBCHAPTER  B — NATIONAL  FLOOD 
INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

[Docket  No.  FI-2134] 

PART  1916— CONSULTATION  WITH 
LOCAL  OFFICIALS 

Changes  Made  in  Determinations  of  City 
of  Elizabeth,  New  Jersey,  Base  Flood 
Elevations 

On  June  25,  1976,  at  41  FR  26411,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas.  The  list  included 
Flood  Insurance  Rate  Maps  for  portions 
of  the  City  of  Elizabeth,  New  Jersey. 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
after  consultation  with  the  Chief  Execu¬ 
tive  Officer  of  the  community,  has  de¬ 
termined  that  it  is  appropriate  to  modify 
the  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  of 
some  locations  in  the  City  of  Elizabeth. 
These  modified  elevations  are  currently 
in  effect  and  amend  the  Flood  Insurance 
Rate  Map.  which  was  in  effect  prior  to 
this  determination.  A  revised  rate  map 
will  be  published  as  soon  as  possible.  The 
modifications  are  made  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  206  of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection 
Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234)  and  are  in 
accordance  with  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968.  as  amended,  (Title 
XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1968,  Pub.  L.  90-448)  (42 
UJS.C.  4001-4128) ,  and  24  CFR  Part  1916. 

For  rating  purposes,  the  new  com¬ 
munity  number  is  345523C.  and  must  be 
used  for  all  new  policies  and  renewals. 

Under  the  above-mentioned  Acts  of 
1968  and  1973,  the  Administrator  must 
develop  criteria  for  flood  plain  manage¬ 
ment.  In  order  for  the  community  to  con¬ 
tinue  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  the  community  must 
use  the  modified  elevations  to  carry  out 
the  flood  plain  management  measures  of 
the  Program.  These  modified  elevations 
will  also  be  used  to  calculate  the  appro¬ 
priate  flood  insurance  premium  rates  for 
new  buildings  and  their  contents  and  for 
the  second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  contents. 

From  the  date  of  this  notice,  any  per¬ 
son  has  90  days  in  which  he  can  request 
through  the  community  that  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator  reconsider  the 
changes.  Any  request  for  reconsideration 
must  be  based  on  knowledge  of  changed 
conditions  or  new  scientific  or  technical 
data.  All  interested  parties  are  on  notice 
that  until  the  90-day  period  elapses,  the 
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Administrator’s  new  determination  of 
elevations  may  itself  be  changed. 

Any  persons  having  knowledge  or  wish¬ 
ing  to  comment  on  these  changes  should 
immediately  notify: 

Mayor  Thomas  G.  Dunn,  West  Scott  Place, 

Elizabeth,  New  Jersey  07201. 

Also,  at  this  location  is  the  map  show¬ 
ing  the  new  base  flood  elevations.  This 
map  is  a  copy  of  the  one  that  will  be 
printed.  The  numerous  changes  made  in 
the  base  flood  elevations  on  the  City  of 
Elizabeth,  New  Jersey  Flood  Insurance 
Rate  Map  make  it  administratively  in¬ 
feasible  to  publish  in  this  notice  all  of 
the  base  flood  elevation  changes  con¬ 
tained  on  the  City  of  Elizabeth,  New 
Jersey  map. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.O.  4001-4128);  and  Secretary's  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  August  17,  1976. 

R.  W.  Krimm. 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-25788  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  FI-2134] 

PART  1916— CONSULTATION  WITH 
LOCAL  OFFICIALS 

Changes  Made  in  Determinations  of  City 
of  Grand  Prairie,  Texas,  Base  Flood  Ele¬ 
vations 

On  June  25,  1976,  at  41  FR  26408, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas.  The  list  in¬ 
cluded  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Maps  for 
portions  of  Grand  Prairie. 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administra¬ 
tion,  after  consultation  with  the  Chief 
Executive  Officer  of  the  community,  has 
Determined  that  it  is  appropriate  to 
modify  the  base  (100-year)  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  of  some  locations  in  Grand  Prairie. 
These  modified  elevations  are  currently 
in  effect  and  amend  the  Flood  Insurance 
Rate  Map,  which  was  in  effect  prior  to 
this  determination.  A  revised  rate  map 
will  be  published  as  soon  as  possible. 
The  modifications  are  made  pursuant  to 
section  206  of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protec¬ 
tion  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234)  and 
are  in  accordance  with  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968,  as  amended 
(Title  Xin  of  the  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  of  1968,  Pub.  L.  90-448) 
(42  U.S.C.  4001-4128),  and  24  CFR  Part 
1916. 

For  rating  purposes,  the  new  com¬ 
munity  number  is  485472A,  and  must  be 
used  for  all  new  policies  and  renewals. 

Under  the  above-mentioned  Acts  of 
1968  and  1973,  the  Administrator  must 
develop  criteria  for  flood  plain  manage¬ 
ment.  In  order  for  the  community  to 
continue  participation  in  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program,  the  commu¬ 
nity  must  use  the  modified  elevations  to 


carry  out  the  flood  plain  management 
measures  of  the  Program.  These  modi¬ 
fied  elevations  will  also  be  used  to  cal¬ 
culate  the  appropriate  flood  insurance 
premium  rates  for  new  buildings  and 
their  contents  and  for  the  second  layer 
of  insurance  on  existing  buildings  and 
contents. 

From  the  date  of  this  notice,  any  per¬ 
son  has  90  days  in  which  he  can  request 
through  the  community  that  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator  reconsider  the 
changes.  Any  request  for  reconsideration 
must  be  based  on  knowledge  of  changed 
conditions  or  new  scientific  or  technical 
data.  All  interested  parties  are  on  no¬ 
tice  that  until  the  90-day  period  elapses, 
the  Administrator’s  new  determination 
of  elevations  may  itself  be  changed. 

Any  persons  having  knowledge  or 
wishing  to  comment  on  these  changes 
should  immediately  notify : 

Mr.  J.  B.  Foster,  P.E.,  City  Engineer,  City  of 

Grand  Prairie,  P.O.  Box  11,  Grand  Prairie. 

Texas  75050. 

Also,  at  this  location  is  the  map  show¬ 
ing  the  new  base  flood  elevations.  This 
map  is  a  copy  of  the  one  that  will  be 
printed.  The  numerous  changes  made  in 
the  base  flood  elevations  on  the  Grand 
Prairie  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
make  it  administratively  infeasible  to 
publish  in  this  notice  all  of  the  base  flood 
elevation  changes  contained  on  the 
Grand  Prairie  map. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27.  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued:  August  5,  1976. 

H.  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-25790  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  FI-2134] 

PART  1916 — CONSULTATION  WITH 
LOCAL  OFFICIALS 

Change's  Made  in  Determinations  of 
Lincoln,  Nebraska,  Base  Flood  Elevations 

On  June  25,  1976,  at  41  FR  26410,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas.  The  list  included 
Flood  Insurance  Rate  Maps  for  portions 
of  Lincoln,  Nebraska. 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administra¬ 
tion,  after  consultation  with  the  Chief 
Executive  Officer  of  the  community,  has 
determined  that  it  is  appropriate  to 
modify  the  base  (100-year)  flood  eleva¬ 
tions  of  some  locations  in  Lincoln.  These 
modified  elevations  are  currently  in 
effect  and  amend  the  Flood  Insurance 
Rate  Map,  which  was  in  effect  prior  to 
this  determination.  A  revised  rate  map 
will  be  published  as  soon  as  possible. 
The  modifications  are  made  pursuant  to 
Section  206  of  the  Flood  Disaster  Pro¬ 
tection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234)  and 


are  in  accordance  with  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968,  as  amended, 
(Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  of  1968,  Pub.  L.  90- 
448)  (42  U.S.C.  4001-4128) ,  and  24  CFR 
Part  1916. 

For  rating  purposes,  the  new  commu¬ 
nity  number  is  3 15273 A,  and  must  be 
used  for  all  new  policies  and  renewals. 

Under  the  above-mentioned  Acts  of 
1968  and  1973,  the  Administrator  must 
develop  criteria  for  flood  plain  manage¬ 
ment.  In  order  for  the  community  to  con¬ 
tinue  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  the  community  must 
use  the  modified  elevations  to  carry  out 
the  flood  plain  management  measures  of 
the  Program.  These  modified  elevations 
will  also  be  used  to  calculate  the  appro¬ 
priate  flood  insurance  premium  rates  for 
new  buildings  and  their  contents  and  for 
the  second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  contents. 

From  the  date  of  this  notice,  any  per¬ 
son  has  90  days  in  which  he  can  request 
through  the  community  that  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator  reconsider  the 
changes.  Any  request  for  reconsideration 
must  be  based  on  knowledge  of  changed 
conditions  or  new  scientific  or  technical 
data.  All  interested  parties  are  on  notice 
that  until  the  90-day  period  elapses,  the 
Administrator’s  new  determination  of 
elevations  may  itself  be  changed. 

Any  persons  having  knowledge  or  wish¬ 
ing  to  comment  on  these  changes  should 
immediately  notify: 

Mr.  Douglas  E.  Brodgen,  Planning  Director, 

Lincoln  Clty-Lancaster  County  Planning 

Department,  656  South  10th  Street,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Nebraska  68508. 

Also,  at  this  location  is  the  map  show¬ 
ing  the  new  base  flood  elevations.  This 
map  is  a  copy  of  the  one  that  will  be 
printed.  The  numerous  changes  made  in 
the  base  flood  elevations  on  the  Lincoln 
Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  make  it  ad¬ 
ministratively  infeasible  to  publish  in 
this  notice  all  of  the  base  flood  elevation 
changes  contained  on  the  Lincoln  map. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128) ;  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Adminis¬ 
trator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969.  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  August  19,  1976. 

H.  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-25787  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  ami 


[Docket  No.  FI-2134] 

PART  1916 — CONSULTATION  WITH 
LOCAL  OFFICIALS 

Changes  Made  in  Determinations  of  New 
Providence,  New  Jersey,  Base  Flood  Ele¬ 
vations 

On  June  25,  1976,  at  41  FR  26411,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas.  The  list  Included 
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Flood  Insurance  Rate  Maps  for  portions 
of  New  Providence,  New  Jersey. 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
after  consultation  with  the  Chief  Execu¬ 
tive  Officer  of  the  community,  has  deter¬ 
mined  that  it  is  appropriate  to  modify 
the  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  of 
some  locations  in  New  Providence.  These 
modified  elevations  are  currently  in  effect 
and  amend  the  Flood  Insurance  Rate 
Map.  which  was  in  effect  prior  to  this 
determination.  A  revised  rate  map  wall 
be  published  as  soon  as  possible.  The 
modifications  are  made  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  206  of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection 
Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234)  and  are  in 
accordance  with  the  National  Flood  In¬ 
surance  Act  of  1968,  as  amended,  (Title 
XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  Act  of  1968,  Pub.  L.  90-448)  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128* ,  and  24  CFR  Part  1916. 

For  rating  purposes,  the  new  com¬ 
munity  number  is  345306B,  and  must  be 
used  for  all  new  policies  and  renewals. 

Under  the  above-mentioned  Acts  of 
1968  and  1973,  the  Administrator  must 
develop  criteria  for  flood  plain  manage¬ 
ment.  In  order  for  the  community  to  con¬ 
tinue  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  the  community 
must  use  the  modified  elevations  to  carry 
out  the  flood  plain  management  measures 
of  the  Program.  These  modified  eleva¬ 
tions  will  also  be  used  to  calculate  the 
appropriate  flood  insurance  premium 
rates  for  new  buildings  and  their  con¬ 
tents  and  for  the  second  layer  of  insur¬ 
ance  on  existing  buildings  and  contents. 

From  the  date  of  this  notice,  any  per¬ 
son  has  90  days  in  which  he  can  request 
through  the  community  that  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator  reconsider  the 
changes.  Any  request  for  reconsideration 
must  be  based  on  knowledge  of  changed 
conditions  or  new  scientific  or  technical 
data.  All  interested  parties  are  on  notice 
that  until  the  90-day  period  elapses,  the 
Administrator's  new  determination  of 
elevations  may  itself  be  changed. 

Any  persons  having  knowledge  or 
wishing  to  comment  on  these  changes 
should  immediately  notify: 

Mr.  J.  D,  Clark,  Borough  Administrator, 

Borough  of  New  Providence,  1243  Spring- 

field  Avenue,  New  Providence,  New  Jersey 

07974. 

Also,  at  this  location  is  the  map  show¬ 
ing  the  new  base  flood  elevations.  This 
map  is  a  copy  of  the  one  that  will  be 
printed.  The  numerous  changes  made  in 
the  base  flood  elevations  on  the  New 
Providence  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
make  it  administratively  infeasible  to 
publish  in  this  notice  all  of  the  base 
flood  elevation  changes  contained  on 
the  New  Providence  map. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  and  Secretary’s  delegation 
of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Admin¬ 


istrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  August  17, 1976. 

H.  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 
[FR  Doc  76-25789  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  FI-2134] 

PART  1916— CONSULTATION  WITH 
LOCAL  OFFICIALS 

Changes  Made  in  Determinations  of  Or¬ 
leans  Parish,  Louisiana,  Base  Flood  Ele¬ 
vations 

On  June  25,  1976.  at  41  FR  26408,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Spe¬ 
cial  Flood  Hazard  Areas.  The  list  in¬ 
cluded  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Maps  for 
portions  of  Orleans  Parish.  Louisiana. 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
after  consultation  with  the  Chief 
Executive  Officer  of  the  community,  has 
determined  that  modification  of  the  base 
(100-year)  flood  elevations  of  some  loca¬ 
tions  in  Orleans  Parish,  Louisiana,  is 
appropriate.  These  modified  elevations 
are  currently  in  effect  and  amend  the 
Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map.  A  revised 
rate  map  will  be  published  as  soon  as 
possible.  The  modifications  are  made 
pursuant  to  Section  206  of  the  Flood 
Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L. 
93-234*  and  are  in  accordance  with  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968,  as 
amended  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968,  Pub.  L. 
90-448  >,  (42  U.S.C.  4001-4128*,  and  24 
CFR  Part  1916. 

For  rating  purposes,  the  new  com¬ 
munity  number  is  225203B  and  must  be 
used  for  all  new  policies  and  renewals. 

The  changes  in  base  flood  elevations 
are  as  follows : 


Previous  FIA  zones,  Previous  base  flood  New 
as  on  map  elevations,  as  on  map  FIA 

(MSL)  zones 


V10. . 10.3  ft . A0 


The  area  affected  by  the  above  zone 
change  is  described  as  follows: 

The  area  south  of  Lake  Avenue  and  west  of 
Lakeshore  Drive.  Lake  Avenue  is  here  de¬ 
fined  as  the  centerline  of  Lake  Avenue, 
extended  west  to  the  corporate  limits. 

Under  the  above-mentioned  Acts  of 
1968  and  1973,  the  Administrator  must 
develop  criteria  for  flood  plain  manage¬ 
ment.  In  order  for  the  community  to 
continue  participation  in  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Program,  the  commu¬ 
nity  must  use  the  modified  elevations  to 
carry  out  the  flood  plain  management 
measures  of  the  Program.  These  modified 
elevations  will  also  be  used  to  calculate 
the  appropriate  flood  insurance  premium 
rates  for  new  buildings  and  their  con¬ 
tents  and  for  the  second  layer  of  insur¬ 
ance  on  existing  buildings  and  contents. 


From  the  date  of  this  notice,  any  per¬ 
son  has  90  days  in  which  he  can  request 
through  the  community  that  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator  reconsider  the 
changes.  Any  request  for  reconsideration 
must  be  based  on  knowledge  of  changed 
conditions  or  new  scientific  and  technical 
data.  All  interested  parties  are  on  notice 
that  until  the  90-day  period  elapses,  the 
Administrator’s  new  determination  of 
elevations  may  itself  be  changed. 

Any  person  having  knowledge  or  wish¬ 
ing  to  comment  on  these  changes  should 
immediately  notify: 

Mayor  Moon  Landrieu,  City  Hall.  1300  Per¬ 
dido  Street,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana  70112. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  and  Secretary’s  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969, 
as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974.) 

Issued:  August  16, 1976. 

H.  B.  Clark, 

Acting  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-25786  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am] 


Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  I— MATERIALS  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  BUREAU,  DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

|  Docket  No.  HM-137;  Arndt.  Nos.  172-31,  173- 
99] 

PART  172 — HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS 

TABLE  AND  HAZARDOUS  COMMUNI¬ 
CATIONS  REGULATIONS 

PART  173— SHIPPERS — GENERAL  RE¬ 
QUIREMENTS  FOR  SHIPMENTS  AND 
PACKAGINGS 

Transportation  of  Gallium  Metal 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to  the 
regulations  governing  the  transportation 
of  hazardous  materials  is  to  (1)  prohibit 
the  transportation  of  gallium  metal  in 
liquid  form  aboard  aircraft,  (2)  specify 
requirements  for  packaging  solid  gallium 
aboard  aircraft,  and  (3)  specify  packag¬ 
ing  requirements  for  both  solid  and  liq¬ 
uid  forms  of  gallium  by  surface  trans¬ 
portation. 

A  recent  spillage  of  liquid  gallium 
metal  on  board  an  aircraft  of  foreign 
registry  resulted  in  damage  to  seat  rails 
and  small  floor  panels  within  the  air¬ 
craft.  This  incident,  which  was  reported 
to  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
by  the  Civil  Aviation  Authority  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  suggests  the  need  for 
recognizing  and  treating  gallium  as  a 
hazardous  material  for  the  purposes  of 
transportation. 

Gallium,  a  silvery  white  metal,  may 
exist  as  either  a  liquid  or  a  solid  at  tem¬ 
peratures  normally  encountered  during 
transportation.  Its  melting  point  is  86°  F 
(30*  C),  but  it  may  exist  as  a  super¬ 
cooled  liquid  at  temperatures  as  low  as 
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32°  P  (0*  C).  A  hazardous  chemical  ef¬ 
fect  of  gallium  metal  is  that  It  can  be 
very  detrimental  to  most  metals,  espe¬ 
cially  to  aluminum.  Information  received 
by  the  Materials  Transportation  Bureau 
concerning  test  results  has  revealed  that 
sheet  aluminum  (1/16-inch  thick),  such 
as  that  used  in  the  construction  of  air¬ 
craft,  is  severely  embrittled  by  exposure 
to  small  amounts  of  liquid  gallium  and 
that  the  sheets  crumble  after  a  few  min¬ 
utes  of  exposure.  The  Bureau  has  no  evi¬ 
dence  that  gallium  has  any  other  haz¬ 
ardous  properties. 

The  Bureau  has  been  informed  that 
gallium  metal  is  being  shipped  by  air 
transportation  in  both  solid  and  liquid 

§  172.101  Hazardous  Materials  Table. 


form.  If  spilled,  liquid  gallium  could  cause 
severe  damage  to  metal  components  of 
transporting  aircraft. 

In  recognition  of  the  hazard  poten¬ 
tial  posed  by  this  material,  the  Bureau 
is  prescribing  quantity  limitations  and 
packaging  requirements  for  both  liquid 
and  solid  gallium  metal.  In  addition  to 
these  new  requirements,  the  provisions 
of  49  CFR  Part  172,  Subparts  C  and  D 
(relating  to  shipping  papers  and  mark¬ 
ing)  and  §  173.6  (relating  to  air  ship¬ 
ments)  are  applicable  to  shipments  of 
gallium  metal  upon  the  effective  date  of 
this  amendment. 

Since  a  situation  exists  which  requires 
expeditious  adoption  of  this  amendment, 


notice  and  public  procedures  hereon  are 
Impracticable  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  in  less 
than  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

This  is  not  a  major  Federal  action  and 
will  not  significantly  affect  the  quality  of 
human  environment. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing.  Parts  172  and 
173  of  title  49,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  are  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  8  172.101  the  Hazardous  Materi¬ 
als  Table  is  amended  by  adding,  in  al¬ 
phabetical  sequence,  entries  for  “Gallium 
metal,  liquid”  and  “Gallium  metal,  solid” 
to  read  as  folows : 


(1)  (2)  (3)  «)  (5)  (6)  (7) 

Packaging  Maximum  net  quantity  in  Water  shipments 

one  package 

Label  (s)  - - - - - 

Hazardous  materials  descriptions  Hazard  class  required  (if  (a)  (b)  (a)  (b)  (a)  (b)  (c) 

and  proper  shipping  names  notexcepted) 

Exceptions  Specific  Passengerearrying  Cargo  only  Cargo  Passenger  Other 

requirements  aircraft  or  raiicar  aircraft  vessel  vessel  requirements 


• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

ORM  B 

1 

5  None. 

Gallium  metal,  solid _ 

.  ORM  B 

, _ do _ 

• 

_ do . 

173.86-’  4011’..  . 

4011) . 

1,3 

1  Shade  from  radiant 
heat. 

2.  In  Part  173,  new  §§  173.861  and  173.- 
862  are  added  immediately  following 
§  173.860  to  read  as  follows: 

§  173.861  Gallium  metul,  liquid. 

Gallium  metal,  liquid,  when  offered  for 
transportation,  must  be  packaged  in 
earthenware,  glass,  or  plastic  inside 
packagings  of  not  more  than  5  pounds 
net  capacity  each  packed  in  strong  out¬ 
side  packagings.  Either  the  inside  or  out¬ 
side  packagings  must  have  complete  en¬ 
veloping  linings  or  bags  of  strong,  leak- 
tight,  and  puncture-resistant  material 
Impervious  to  liquid  gallium  metal. 

§  173.862  Gallium  metal,  solid. 

Gallium  metal,  solid,  when  offered  for 
transportation,  must  be  packaged  in  glass 
or  rigid  plastic  inside  packagings  of  not 
more  than  5  pounds  net  capacity  each, 
enclosed  in  a  sealed  bag  of  strong,  leak- 
tight,  and  pimcture -resistant  material 
Impervious  to  liquid  gallium.  The  sealed 
bag  must  be  placed  in  a  packaging  con¬ 
structed  of  wood,  fiberboard,  or  plastic 
which  is  lined  with  a  strong,  leak-tight, 
and  puncture-resistant  material  imper¬ 
vious  to  liquid  gallium.  This  packaging 
must  be  enclosed  in  an  outer  packaging 
which  contains  dry  ice  or  other  means  of 
refrigeration  sufficient  to  maintain  the 
gallium  in  a  completely  solid  state  dur¬ 
ing  the  entire  anticipated  time  the  galli¬ 
um  will  be  in  transportation  to  its  destin¬ 
ation. 

(18  U.S.C.  834;  46  U.S.C.  170(7);  49  U.S.C. 
1471;  49  CFR  1.63(f)-(b).) 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  takes 
effect  on  September  4, 1976. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  August 
30,  1976. 

James  T.  Curtis,  Jr., 

Director, 

Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 

|  FR  Doc.76-25714  Filed  9-1-76; 8: 45  am) 


CHAPTER  V— NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  TRAF¬ 
FIC  SAFETY  ADMINISTRATION,  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

|  Docket  No.  71-19;  Notice  5] 

PART  571— FEDERAL  MOTOR  VEHICLE 
SAFETY  STANDARDS 

Tire  Selection  and  Rims  for  Motor  Vehicles 
Other  Than  Passenger  Cars 

This  notice  amends  Standard  No.  120, 
Tire  Selection  and  Rims  for  Motor  Ve¬ 
hicles  Other  Than  Passenger  Cars  (49 
CFR  571.120),  to  permit,  until  Febru¬ 
ary  28,  1977,  the  equipping  of  new  non¬ 
passenger-car  vehicles  with  tires  that 
do  not  meet  certain  tire  labeling  require¬ 
ments  but  that  otherwise  meet  all  re¬ 
quirements  of  Standard  No.  119  (New 
Pneumatic  Tires  for  Vehicles  Other  Than 
Passenger  Cars). 

Standard  No.  120  was  issued  on  Janu¬ 
ary  19,  1976  (41  FR  3478;  January  23, 
1976;  Docket  No.  71-19,  Notice  3).  It 
specifies  tire  and  rim  selection  require¬ 
ments  for  multipurpose  passenger  ve¬ 
hicles,  trucks,  buses,  trailers,  and  motor¬ 
cycles,  and  marking  requirements  for 
rims  for  use  on  these  vehicles.  It  also 
adds  tire  and  rim  matching  information 
to  the  items  required  to  appear  on  such 
vehicles’  certification  labels.  A  staggered 
sequence  of  effective  dates  was  set  out  in 


Notice  3,  beginning  with  September  1, 
1976. 

In  Notice  4  (41  FR  18659;  May  6, 1976) . 
the  NHTSA  delayed  several  of  these  ef¬ 
fective  dates,  to  permit  manufacturers  to 
defer  preparation  for  compliance  with 
the  corresponding  requirements  pending 
action  on  petitions  for  reconsideration  of 
Notice  3.  The  NHTSA  expects  to  respond 
to  those  petitions  in  the  near  future.  No¬ 
tice  4  did  not,  however,  change  the  basic 
September  1,  1976,  effective  date  of  the 
tire  and  rim  selection  requirements  of 
S5.1.  Beginning  on  that  date,  S5.1.1  of 
Standard  No.  120  would  require,  with  an 
exception  that  is  not  relevant  here, 
new  non-passenger-car  vehicles  to  be 
equipped  with  tires  that  meet  either 
Standard  No.  109  (which  is  applicable  to 
passenger  car  tires)  or  Standard  No.  119 
(which  is  applicable  to  all  other  tires). 
The  practical  effect  is  to  require  most 
such  vehicles  to  be  equipped  with  Stand¬ 
ard  119  tires,  because  Standard  109  tires 
are  appropriate  for  use  only  on  certain 
non-passenger-car  vehicles. 

Standard  No.  119  became  effective  on 
March  1,  1975,  with  an  option  to  delay 
implementation  of  its  labeling  require¬ 
ments  until  March  3,  1975  (see  40  FR 
8188;  February  26,  1975). 

The  NHTSA  has  received  petitions  for 
rulemaking  from  International  Harvester 
(IH)  and  Ford  Motor  Company.  Inter¬ 
national  Harvester  indicated  that,  in  an¬ 
ticipation  of  the  recent  strike  against  the 
nation’s  four  largest  tire  manufacturers. 
It  had  accumulated  an  excess  Inventory 
of  “pre-Standard  119  tires.”  IH  stated 
that  these  tires  meet  the  performance  re¬ 
quirements  of  Standard  No.  119  but  not 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  41,  NO.  172— THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  2,  1976 


37116 

the  labeling  requirements.  It  petitioned 
for  a  six-month  delay  of  the  Septem¬ 
ber  1. 1976.  effective  date  of  Standard  No. 
120's  tire  selection  requirements,  to  per¬ 
mit  the  orderly  depletion  of  this  inven¬ 
tory. 

Ford’s  petition  focused  on  the  diffi¬ 
culty,  due  to  the  strike,  in  obtaining  in 
the  near  future  sufficient  quantities  of 
tires  that  comply  fully  with  Standard 
No.  119.  Ford  indicated  that  there  are 
similar  pre-Standard  119  tires  available 
to  it.  It  petitioned  for  an  amendment  to 
Standard  No.  120  to  permit  the  use  of 
such  insufficiently  labeled  tires. 

The  NHTSA  believes  that  the  approach 
suggested  by  Ford,  because  it  will  pro¬ 
vide  the  necessary  relief  while  preserv¬ 
ing  the  required  level  of  performance, 
is  preferable  to  a  simple  delay  of  the 
September  1,  1976,  effective  date.  Safety 
of  performance  of  such  tires  or  of  vehi¬ 
cles  equipped  with  them  is  thus  not  a 
major  issue.  The  NHTSA  has  determined 
that,  while  granting  the  relief  requested 
by  these  petitions  may  temporarily  make 
enforcement  by  this  agency  more  diffi¬ 
cult  and  may  postpone  the  availability 
of  certain  tire  labeling  information  to 
users  of  new  vehicles  subject  to  Standard 
No.  120,  the  avoidance  of  a  serious  dis¬ 
ruption  in  the  truck  manufacturing  proc¬ 
ess  in  this  situation  is  appropriate  and 
in  the  public  interest.  Accordingly,  this 
notice  adds  a  new  section  to  Standard 
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No.  120  that  permits,  for  six  months,  the 
use  of  tires  that  are  not  properly  labeled 
but  otherwise  meet  all  requirements  of 
Standard  No.  119. 

In  accordance  with  recently  enunci¬ 
ated  Department  of  Transportation  pol¬ 
icy  encouraging  adequate  analysis  of  the 
consequencies  of  regulatory  action  (41 
FR  16200;  April  16,  1976),  the  agency 
herewith  summarizes  its  evaluation  of 
the  economic  and  other  consequences  of 
this  action  on  the  public  and  private  sec¬ 
tors,  including  possible  loss  of  safety  ben¬ 
efits.  This  action  imposes  no  new  eco¬ 
nomic  or  environmental  costs.  It  creates 
the  benefit  of  avoidance  of-  serious  eco¬ 
nomic  disruption.  In  light  of  this  bene¬ 
fit  and  the  fact  that  the  required  level 
of  tire  performance  is  preserved,  any  loss 
in  safety  benefits  would  be  insignificant 
in  this  case. 

Because  of  the  imminent  effective  date 
of  a  requirement  whiph  would  otherwise 
lead  to  serious  economic  disruption,  the 
NHTSA  for  good  cause  finds  that  notice 
and  public  procedure  on  this  amendment 
are  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  49 
CFR  571.120  (Standard  No.  120,  Tire 
Selection  and  Rims  for  Motor  Vehicles 
Other  Than  Passenger  Cars)  is  amended 
by  the  addition  of  a  new  section  to  read 
as  follows : 


) 


§  571.120  Standard  No.  120;  tire  selec¬ 
tion  and  rims  for  motor  vehicles  other 
than  passenger  cars. 

•  •  •  •  • 

S6.  Vehicles  manufactured  from  Sep¬ 
tember  1, 1976,  to  February  28, 1977.  Not¬ 
withstanding  any  other  provision  of  this 
standard,  a  vehicle  to  which  this  stand¬ 
ard  applies  that  is  manufactured  during 
the  period  from  September  1,  1976,  to 
February  28,  1977,  shall  meet  each  re¬ 
quirement  of  this  standard,  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  exception:  In  place  of  tires  that 
meet  Standard  No.  119  (§571.119),  the 
vehicle  may  be  equipped  with  tires  that 
meet  every  requirement  of  that  standard 
other  than  the  tire  marking  require¬ 
ments  of  S6.5  of  that  standard. 

Effective  date:  August  27.  1976.  Be¬ 
cause  this  amendment  relieves  a  restric¬ 
tion,  it  is  found,  for  good  cause  shown, 
that  an  immediate  effective  date  is  in  the 
public  interest. 

(Secs.  103,  112,  114,  119,  201,  202,  Pub.  L.  89- 
563,  80  Stat.  718  (15  U.S.C.  1392,  1401,  1403, 
1407,  1421,  1422);  delegation  of  authority  at 
49  CFR  1.50) 

Issued  on  August  27, 1976. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Acting  Administrator. 

Note. —  This  document  was  originally  pub¬ 
lished  on  Tuesday,  August  31,  1976  at  41  FR 
36657. 

[FR  Doc.76-25586  Filed  8-27-76:3:20  pmj 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  41,  NO.  1 72— THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  2,  1976 


37117 


proposed  rules 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  Is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Fiscal  Service 
[  31  CFR  Part  210  ] 

FEDERAL  RECURRING  PAYMENTS 

THROUGH  FINANCIAL  ORGANIZATIONS 

BY  MEANS  OTHER  THAN  BY  CHECK 

Extension  of  Time  To  Comment  on 
Proposed  Rules 

On  August  4, 1976,  there  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR  32605) 
a  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  to  amend 
Part  210  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  (as  added  by  40  FR  47492,  Oct.  9, 
1975).  (A  correction  to  this  Notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
August  25,  1976) .  The  Notice  stated  that 
written  comments  on  the  proposed  rules 
could  be  submitted  within  thirty  days,  l.e. 
by  September  3,  1976.  Interested  parties 
have  requested  that  the  comment  period 
be  extended.  Accordingly,  written  com¬ 
ments  on  the  proposed  rules  may  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  Department  of  the 
Treasury,  Washington,  D.C.  20220  up  to 
and  including  September  17, 1976. 

Dated:  August  27,  1976. 

David  Mosso, 
Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 

I  PR  Doc.76-26669  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs 
[25  CFR  Part  221] 

AHTANUM  INDIAN  IRRIGATION 
PROJECT 

Water  Charges 

These  proposed  regulations  are  being 
considered  for  Issuance  under  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Indian  Affairs  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  in  230  DM  1  and  redelegated  by 
the  Commissioner  to  the  Area  Director 
in  10  BIAM  3. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  modify  S  221.1  of  Part  221,  Sub¬ 
chapter  T,  Chapter  I,  of  Title  25  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  by  changing 
the  rate  for  annual  operation  and  main¬ 
tenance  assessments  on  the  Ahtanum 
Indian  Irrigation  Project  for  Calendar 
Year  1977  and  subsequent  years.  This 
modification  is  proposed  pursuant  to  the 
authority  contained  in  the  Acts  of  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1914  (38  Stat.  583)  and  March  7, 
1928  (45  Stat.  210). 

The  purpose  of  this  modification  is 
to  increase  the  assessment  rate  to  more 
accurately  reflect  the  actual  operation 
and  maintenance  costs  based  on  the 


previous  year’s  operating  experience  and 
the  anticipated  program  of  work. 

The  public  is  welcome  to  participate  in 
the  rule  making  process  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior.  Accordingly,  inter¬ 
ested  persons  may  submit  written  com¬ 
ments,  views  or  arguments  with  respect 
to  the  proposed  rate  to  the  Area  Director, 
Portland  Area  Office,  Bureau  of  Indian 
Affairs,  Post  Office  Box  3785,  Portland, 
Oregon  97208,  on  or  before  October'  4, 
1976. 

Section  221.1  of  Chapter  I,  Title  25  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  221.1  Charges. 

The  operation  and  maintenance  rate 
on  lands  of  the  Ahtanum  Indian  Irriga¬ 
tion  Project,  Yakima  Indian  Reservation. 
Washington,  for  the  Calendar  Year  1977 
and  subsequent  years  until  further  no¬ 
tice,  is  hereby  fixed  at  $5.25  per  acre  per 
annum  for  each  irrigable  acre  of  land 
to  which  water  can  be  delivered  from  the 
project  works. 

Francis  E.  Briscoe, 
Area  Director. 

August  26,  1976. 

|FR  Doc  76-25736  Filed  9-1-76:8:46  am) 


[25  CFR  Part  221] 

TOPPENISH-SIMCOE  INDIAN  IRRIGATION 
PROJECT 

Water  Charges 

These  proposed  regulations  are  being 
considered  for  Issuance  under  the  author¬ 
ity  deelgated  to  the  Commissioner  of  In¬ 
dian  Affairs  by  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  in  230  DM  1  and  redelegated  by 
the  Commissioner  to  the  Area  Director  in 
10  BIAM  3. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  modify  S  221.73  of  Part  221,  Sub¬ 
chapter  T,  Chapter  I,  of  Title  25  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  by  chang¬ 
ing  the  basic  rate  for  annual  operation 
and  maintenance  assessments  on  the 
Toppenlsh-Simcoe  Indian  Irrigation 
Project  for  Calendar  Year  1977  and  sub¬ 
sequent  years.  This  modification  is  pro¬ 
posed  pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Acts  of  August  1,  1914  (38 
Stat.  583)  and  March  7,  1928  (45  Stat 
210). 

The  purpose  of  this  modification  is  to 
increase*  the  assessment  rate  to  more  ac¬ 
curately  reflect  the  actual  operation  and 
maintenance  costs  based  on  the  previ¬ 
ous  year’s  operating  experience  and  the 
anticipated  program  of  work. 

The  public  is  welcome  to  participate  in 
the  rule  making  process  of  the  Depart¬ 


ment  of  the  Interior.  Accordingly,  in¬ 
terested  persons  may  submit  written 
comments,  views  or  arguments  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposed  rate  to  the  Area 
Director,  Portland  Area  Office,  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs,  Post  Office  Box  3785,  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon  97208,  on  or  before  Octo¬ 
ber  4,  1976. 

Section  221.73  of  Chapter  I,  Title  25 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  221.73  Charges. 

The  operation  and  maintenance  rate 
for  the  lands  under  the  Toppenish-Sim- 
coe  Irrigation  Project,  Yakima  Indian 
Reservation,  Washington,  for  the  Calen¬ 
dar  Year  1977  and  subsequent  years  until 
further  notice,  is  hereby  fixed  at  $5.45 
per  acre  per  annum  for  all  lands  for 
which  application  for  water  is  made  and 
approved  by  Project  Engineer. 

Francis  E.  Briscoe, 
Area  Director. 

August  26,  1976. 

)FR  Doc.76-26735  Filed  9-1-76:8  46  ami 


[25  CFR  Part  221  ] 

WAPATO  INDIAN  IRRIGATION  PROJECT 
Basic  and  Other  Water  Charges 

These  proposed  regulations  are  being 
considered  for  issuance  under  the  author¬ 
ity  delegated  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Indian  Affairs  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  in  230  DM  1  and  redelegated  by 
the  Commissioner  to  the  Area  Director  In 
10  BIAM  3. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  it  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  modify  8  221.86  of  Part  221,  Sub¬ 
chapter  T,  Chapter  I,  of  Title  25  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  by  changing 
the  basic  rate  for  annual  operation  and 
maintenance  assessments  on  the  Wapato 
Indian  Irrigation  Project  for  Calendar 
Year  1977  and  subsequent  years.  This 
modification  is  proposed  pursuant  to  the 
authority  contained  in  the  Acts  of  August 
1,  1914  (38  Stat.  583)  and  March  7,  1928 
(45  Stat.  210). 

The  purpose  of  this  modification  is  to 
Increase  the  assessment  rate  to  more  ac¬ 
curately  reflect  the  actual  operation  and 
maintenance  costs  based  on  the  previous 
year’s  operating  experience  and  the  anti¬ 
cipated  program  of  work. 

The  public  is  welcome  to  participate  in 
the  rule  making  process  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior.  Accordingly,  inter¬ 
ested  persons  may  submit  written  com¬ 
ments,  views  or  arguments  with  respect 
to  the  proposed  rates  to  the  Area  Direc¬ 
tor,  Portland  Area  Office,  Bureau  of 
97208,  on  or  before  October  4,  1976. 
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Section  221.86  of  Chapter  I,  Title  25  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  221.86  Charges. 

The  basic  operation  and  maintenance 
rates  on  assessable  lands  under  the  Wa- 
pato  Indian  Irrigation  Project,  Yakima 
Indian  Reservation,  Washington,  for  the 
Calendar  Year  1977  and  subsequent  years 
until  further  notice  are: 

( 1 )  Minimum  charges  for  all  tracts 

In  noncontiguous  single 
ownership _  $14  00 

(2)  Flat  rate  upon  aU  farm  units  or 

tracts  for  each  assessable 
acre  except  Additional  Works 
lands  _ _ _ _  14.  00 

(3)  Storage  operation  and  main¬ 

tenance.  For  all  lands  with  a 
storage  water  right.  Known  as 
"B”  lands.  In  addition  to 


other  charges  per  acre -  1  80 

( 4 )  Flat  rate  upon  all  farm  units  or 
tracts  for  each  assessable  acre 
of  Additional  Works  lands..  14.90 


Francis  E.  Briscoe, 

Area  Director. 

August  26,  1976. 

[FB  Doc.76-25734  Filed  9-1-76,8:45  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Coast  Guard 
[  33  CFR  Part  1  ] 

[CGD  76-124] 

GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

Proposed  Exceptions  to  Fees  and  Charges 

for  Certain  Records  for  Duplicate  Docu¬ 
ments,  Certificates,  or  Licenses 

The  Coast  Guard  and  the  Department 
of  Transportation  are  authorized  by  31 
U.S.C.  483a  to  promulgate  regulations 
to  prescribe  fees  and  charges  for  mak¬ 
ing  copies  or  excerpts  of  records,  and 
for  Issuing  certain  duplicate  documents, 
certificates,  or  licenses.  The  Coast 
Guard  regulations  are  in  33  CFR.  Sub¬ 
part  1.25.  The  departmental  regulations 
establishing  similar  fees  are  in  49  CFR, 
Part  7,  Subpart  I.  Some  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  in  33  CFR  1.25-30  duplicate  or  are 
In  conflict  with  the  departmental  reg¬ 
ulations.  This  condition  has  and  will 
continue  to  create  confusion  unless 
rectified. 

The  Coast  Guard  regulations  which 
duplicate  or  conflict  with  departmental 
regulations  are  as  follows: 

a.  33  CFR  1.25-30(b)  (1)  substantially 
duplicates  49  CFR  7.97(b)  (3) . 

b.  33  CFR  1.25-30 (b)  (2)  is  In  conflict 
with  49  CFR,  Part  7  because  under  49 
CFR  7.97(c)  documents  are  furnished 
without  charge  or  at  a  reduced  charge 
only  when  the  service  primarily  bene¬ 
fits  the  general  public. 

c.  33  CFR  1 .25-30 (b)  (5)  duplicated  49 
CFR  7  97(b)  (3) . 

e.  33  CFR  1.2*5-30  (b)  (9)  is  ambiguous 
and  in  error  since  the  Coast  Guard  does 
not  earn  income. 

f.  33  CFR  lJ25-30(b)  (10)  Is  ambigu¬ 
ous  because  there  are  no  criteria  to  de¬ 
termine  what  are  general  business  cus¬ 
toms. 


g.  33  CFR  1.25-30 (b)  (11)  duplicates 

49  CFR  7.07(b)(1). 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  proposed  rule  making  by 
submitting  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  to  the  Executive  Secretary,  Ma¬ 
rine  Safety  Council  (G-CMC/81) ,  Room 
8117,  Department  of  Transportation, 
Nassif  Building,  400  Seventh  Street, 
SW„  Washington,  DC.  20590.  Written 
comments  should  Include  the  docket 
number  (CGD  76-124),  the  name  and 
address  of  the  person  submitting  the 
comments  and  the  specific  section  of  the 
proposal  to  which  each  comment  is  ad¬ 
dressed.  Two  or  more  copies  of  com¬ 
ments  submitted  are  encouraged.  Com¬ 
ments  received  before  October  18,  1976, 
will  be  considered  before  final  action  is 
taken  on  this  proposal. 

Copies  of  all  written  comments  will 
bC  available  for  examination  in  Room 
8117,  Department  of  Transportation, 
Nassif  Building,  400  Seventh  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 

No  hearing  is  contemplated  but  may 
be  held  at  a  time  and  place  set  in  a 
later  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  if 
requested  by  an  interested  party  desir¬ 
ing  an  opportunity  to  comment  orally 
at  a  public  hearing  and  raising  a 
genuine  issue. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  to  amend  Part  1  of  Title  33 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  by 
5  1.25-30(b)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1.25—30  Exceptions. 

*  *  *  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(1) A  person  who  donated  the  original 
document. 

(2)  A  person  who  has  an  official,  volun¬ 
tary  or  cooperative  relationship  to  the 
Coast  Guard  in  rendering  services  pro¬ 
moting  safety  of  life  and  property. 

(3)  Any  agency,  corporation  or  branch 
of  the  Federal  Government. 

(4)  A  person  found  guilty  by  an  admin¬ 
istrative  law  judge  receives  one  copy  of 
the  transcript  of  the  hearing  if  he¬ 
ll)  Files  a  notice  of  appeal,  under  46 

CFR '5.30-1;  and 

(ii)  Requests  a  copy  of  the  transcript. 

(5)  A  person  who  has  been  required  to 
furnish  personal  documents  retained  by 
the  Coast  Guard. 

(6)  For  other  exceptions  see  49  CFR 
7.97. 

(5  US.C.  552,  14  US.C.  632,  633,  31  U.S.C.  483a. 
49  U.S.C.  1655(b)(1);  49  CFR  146(b)) 

Dated:  August  25,  1976. 

W.  M.  Benkert, 
Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Merchant  Ma¬ 
rine  Safety. 

|FR  Doc.76-25721  Filed  9-1-76; 8: 45  a.m-1 


[  33  CFR  Part  117  ]  ' 

(COD  76-177] 

COFFEE  POT  BAYOU,  FLA. 

Proposed  Drawbridge  Operation 
Regulations 

At  the  request  of  the  City  of  St.  Peters¬ 
burg,  the  Coast  Guard  Is  considering  re¬ 


vising  the  regulations  for  the  Snell  Isle 
Boulevard  bridge  across  Coffee  Pot  Bayou 
to  allow  the  draw  to  remain  closed  to 
navigation.  This  is  being  considered  be¬ 
cause  vessels  seldom  use  this  reach  of  the 
Coffee  Pot  Bayou.  There  have  been  no 
openings  in  over  10  years. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  to  the 
Commander  (oan) ,  Seventh  Coast  Guard 
District,  51  SW.  1st  Avenue,  Miami,  Flor¬ 
ida  33130.  Each  person  submitting  com¬ 
ments  should  include  his  name  and  ad¬ 
dress,  identify  the  bridge,  and  give  rea¬ 
sons  for  any  recommended  change  in  the 
proposal.  Copies  of  all  written  communi¬ 
cations  received  will  be  available  for  ex¬ 
amination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
office  of  the  Commander,  Seventh  Coast 
Guard  District. 

The  Commander,  Seventh  Coast  Guard 
District,  will  forward  any  comments  re¬ 
ceived  before  October  5,  1976,  with  his 
recommendations  to  the  Chief,  Office  of 
Marine  Environment  and  Systems,  U.S. 
Coast  Guard  Headquarters,  Washington. 
D.C.,  who  will  evaluate  all  communica¬ 
tions  received  and  take  final  action  on 
this  proposal.  The  proposed  regulations 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  that  Part  117  of  Title  33  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  be  amended 
by  revising  $  117,245(0(4)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  117.245  Navigable  waters  discharging 
into  the  Atlantic  Ocean  south  of  and 
including  Chesapeake  Bay  and  into 
the  Gulf  of  Mexieo,  except  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River  and  its  tributaries  and 
outlets;  bridges  where  constant  at¬ 
tendance  of  draw  tenders  is  not  re¬ 
quired. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(i)  •  •  • 

(4)  Coffee  Pot  Bayou,  St.  Petersburg, 
Fla.  The  draw  need  not  open  for  the 
passage  of  vessels,  and  paragraphs  (b) 
through  (e)  of  this  section  shall  not 
apply  to  this  bridge. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec.  6(g)  (2) , 
80  Stat.  937;  S3  UJS.C.  499,  49  US.C.  1655(g) 
(2) ;  49  CFR  1  46(C)  (5) ,  33  CFR  1.05-1  (C)  (4)  ) 

Dated:  August  26, 1976. 

A.  F.  Fugaro, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Marine  Envi¬ 
ronment  and  Systems. 

(FR  Doc.76-25726  Filed  9-1-76;  8: 45  am( 


[33  CFR  Part  117] 

(COD  76-172] 

COLUMBIA  RIVER,  WASH. 

Proposed  Drawbridge  Operation 
Regulations 

At  the  request  of  the  Washington  State 
Highway  Commission,  the  Coast  Guard 
is  considering  revising  the  regulations 
for  the  highway  vertical  lift  drawbridges 
(Interstate  5)  across  the  Columbia  River, 
mile  106.5,  to  permit  the  draws  to  remain 
closed  to  the  passage  of  vessels  from 
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6:30  am.  to  8  a.m.,  and  3:30  p.m.  to 
6  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday,  except 
holidays.  This  change  Is  being  considered 
because  of  the  large  volume  of  vehicular 
traffic  (80,000-100,000  dally) . 

Interested  persons  may  participate  In 
this  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  to  the 
Commander  (oan),  Thirteenth  Coast 
Guard  District,  915  Second  Street,  Se¬ 
attle,  Washington  98174.  Each  person 
submitting  comments  should  Include  his 
name  and  address,  Identify  the  bridge, 
and  give  reasons  for  any  recommended 
change  In  the  proposal.  Copies  of  all 
written  communications  received  will  be 
available  for  examination  by  Interested 
persons  at  the  office  of  the  Commander, 
Thirteenth  Coast  Guard  District. 

The  Commander,  Thirteenth  Coast 
Guard  District,  will  forward  any  com¬ 
ments  received  before  October  5,  1976, 
with  his  recommendations  to  the  Chief, 
Office  of  Marine  Environment  and  Sys¬ 
tems,  U.8.  Coast  Guard  Headquarters, 
Washington,  D.C.,  who  will  evaluate  all 
communications  received  and  take  final 
action  on  this  proposal.  The  proposed 
regulations  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  that  Part  117  of  Title  33  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  be  amended 
by  adding  a  new  8  117.758a  immediately 
after  §  117.758  to  read  as  follows: 

§  117.758a  Columbia  River,  Vancouver, 
Wash. 

(a)  The  draws  of  the  highway  vertical 
lift  drawbridges  (Interstate  5)  need  not 
open  for  the  passage  of  vessels  from  6:30 
a.m.  to  8  a.m.,  and  3:30  p.m.  to  6  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday,  except  holidays. 

(b)  The  draws  need  not  open  at  any 
time  for  the  passage  of  recreation  ves¬ 
sels  that  may  pass  under  the  several 
fixed  navigation  spans  which  provide  a 
higher  vertical  clearance  than  the  draw 
span. 

(Sec.  6,  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  Bee.  6(g) 
(2),  80  Stat.  937;  33  U.S.C.  499,  49  XJS.C.  1665 
(g)(2);  49  CIS  1.46(C)(6),  33  CFR  1.05-1 
(c)(4)) 

Dated:  August  26,  1976. 

A.  F.  Fugaro, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast 
Guard,  Chief,  Office  of  Marine 
Environment  and  Systems. 

| PR  Doc.76-26723  Filed  9-1-76:8:46  am) 


[  33  CFR  Part  117  ] 

ICOD76  176] 

CURTIS  CREEK,  MD. 

Proposed  Drawbridge  Operation 
Regulations 

At  the  request  of  Maryland  Transpor¬ 
tation  Authority,  the  Coast  Guard  Is  con¬ 
sidering  providing  regulations  for  the  I- 
695  drawbridge  across  Curtis  Creek, 
Baltimore,  Maryland,  which  would  pro¬ 
vide  that  the  draws  shall  open  on  signal 
If  at  least  one  hour  notice  Is  given.  This 
bridge  Is  presently  scheduled  to  be  com¬ 
pleted  In  the  spring  of  1977.  The  two 


principle  users  of  Curtis  Creek  who  would 
be  affected  by  this  regulation  have  ver¬ 
bally  concurred  with  this  proposal. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  proposed  rule  making  by  submit¬ 
ting  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
to  the  Commander  (oan).  Fifth  Coast 
Guard  District,  Federal  Building,  431 
Crawford  Street,  Portsmouth,  Virginia 
23705.  Each  person  submitting  comments 
should  Include  his  name  and  address, 
identify  the  bridge,  and  give  reasons  for 
any  recommended  change  In  the  pro¬ 
posal.  Copies  of  all  written  communica¬ 
tions  received  will  be  available  for  exam¬ 
ination  by  interested  persons  at  the  office 
of  the  Commander,  Fifth  Coast  Guard 
District. 

The  Commander,  Fifth  Coast  Guard 
District,  will  forward  any  comments  re¬ 
ceived  before  October  5,  1976,  with  his 
recommendations  to  the  Chief,  Office  of 
Marine  Environmental  and  Systems,  U.S. 
Coast  Guard  Headquarters,  Washington, 
D.C.,  who  will  evaluate  all  communica¬ 
tions  received  and  take  final  action  (hi 
this  proposal.  The  proposed  regulations 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  that  Part  117  of  Title  33  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  be  amended 
by  adding  a  new  §  117.245(f)  (6)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  117.245  Navigable  Haters  discharging 
into  the  Atlantic  Ocean  south  of  and 
including  Chesapeake  Bay  and  into 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  except  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River  and  its  tributaries  and 
outlets;  bridges  where  constant  at¬ 
tendance  of  draw  tenders  is  not  re¬ 
quired. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(f)  *  *  * 

(6)  Curtis  Creek,  Md.;  1-695  draw¬ 
bridge.  The  draws  shall  open  on  signal  If 
at  least  one  hour  notice  is  given  to  the 
Maryland  Transportation  Authority. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  6,  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  sec.  6(g)  (2) , 
80  Stat.  937;  33  U.S.C.  499,  49  UJ3.C.  1665(g) 
(2);  49  CPR  1.46(c)  (6),  33  CPR  1.05-1  (c)  (4) ) 

Dated :  August  26,  1976. 

A.  F.  Fugaro, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Marine  Envi¬ 
ronment  and  Systems. 

| PR  Doc.76-25725  Piled  9-1-76; 8: 45  am) 


[33  CFR  Part  117] 

[COD  76-140] 

MOKELUMNE  RIVER,  CALIF. 

Proposed  Drawbridge  Operation 
Regulations 

At  the  request  of  the  County  of  San 
Joaquin,  the  Coast  Guard  is  considering 
revising  the  regulations  for  the  Millers 
Ferry  Bridge  across  the  North  Fork  of 
the  Mokelumne  River  near  Walnut  Grove 
to  extend  the  opening  periods  from 
May  15  through  September  15,  to  May  1 
through  October  31,  because  of  an  In¬ 


crease  in  recreational  boating  activity 
during  these  periods. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  to  the 
Commander  (oan) ,  Twelfth  Coast  Guard 
District,  630  Sansome  Street,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  California  94126.  Each  person  sub¬ 
mitting  comments  should  include  his 
name  and  address,  identify  the  bridge, 
and  give  reasons  for  any  recommended 
change  in  the  proposal.  Copies  of  all 
written  communications  received  will  be 
available  for  examination  by  interested 
persons  at  the  office  of  the  Commander, 
Twelfth  Coast  Guard  District. 

The  Commander,  Twelfth  Coast  Guard 
District,  will  forward  any  comments  re¬ 
ceived  before  October  5,  1976,  with  his 
recommendations  to  the  Chief,  Office  of 
Marine  Environment  and  Systems,  U.S. 
Coast  Guard  Headquarters,  Washington, 
D.C.,  who  will  evaluate  all  communica¬ 
tions  received  and  take  final  action  on 
this  proposal.  The  proposed  regulations 
may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  com¬ 
ments  received. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  that  Part  117  of  Title  33  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  be  amended 
by  revising  §  117.714(f)  (2)  (1)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  117.714  San  Joaquin  Ri>er  and  its 
tributaries,  CA. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(f)  *  *  ‘ 

(2)  *  *  • 

(1)  From  May  1  through  October  31, 
from  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.,  the  draw  shall  open 
on  signal. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  5,  28  Stat.  362,  as  amended,  see.  6(g) 
(2),  80  Stat.  937;  33  U.S.C.  499,  49  DAC. 
1655  (g)(2);  49  CFR  1.46(c)  (6) ,  33  CFR  1.06- 
1(c)(4)) 

Dated:  August  26, 1976. 

A.  F.  Fugaro, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard , 
Chief,  Office  of  Marine  Envi¬ 
ronment  and  Systems. 

)FR  Doc.76-25724  Filed  9-1-76:8:46  ami 


[46  CFR  Part  30] 

[COD  76-081] 

FOREIGN  FLAG  TANK  VESSELS 
Shipping  Papers 

The  Coast  Guard  is  considering 
amending  Part  30  of  the  tank  vessel 
regulations  to  require  all  foreign  flag 
tank  vessels  when  loaded  to  have  ship¬ 
ping  papers  on  board  while  In  United 
States  waters. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  proposed  rule  making  by 
submitting  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  to  the  Commandant  (G-CMC/81) , 
U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590.  Each  person  submitting  a  com¬ 
ment  should  include  his  name  and  ad¬ 
dress,  identify  the  notice  (CGD  76-081), 
and  give  reasons  In  support  of  his  com¬ 
ment.  Comments  received  before  Octo- 
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ber  18,  1976,  will  be  considered  before 
final  action  Is  taken  on  this  proposal. 
Copies  of  all  written  comments  received 
noil  be  available  for  examination  by  In¬ 
terested  persons  in  Room  8117,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation.  N ass  if  Building. 
400  Seventh  Street  SW,  Washington, 
D  C.  The  proposal  may  be  changed  in 
light  of  the  comments  received. 

No  hearing  is  contemplated  but  one 
may  be  held  at  a  time  and  place  set  in  a 
later  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  if 
requested  by  an  interested  person  desir¬ 
ing  an  opportunity  to  comment  orally  at 
a  public  hearing  and  raising  a  genuine 
issue. 

Section  35.01-10  of  Part  35  requires 
each  loaded  tank  vessel  to  have  on  board 
a  bill  of  lading,  manifest,  or  shipping 
document  that  provides  the  name  of  the 
consignee  and  the  location  of  the  deliv¬ 
ery  point,  the  kind,  grades,  and  approx¬ 
imate  quantity  of  each  kind  and  grade 
of  cargo,  and  for  whose  account  the 
cargo  is  being  handled.  However;  certain 
foreign  flag  tank  vessels  are  presently 
exempt  from  this  requirement  as  ex¬ 
plained  in  the  applicability  §  30.01-5  of 
Part  30. 

A  formal  investigation  into  the  explo¬ 
sion  and  Are  on  board  the  tank  barge 
ATC  3060,  O.N.  512289,  which  occurred 
on  March  17,  1975,  revealed  that  proper 
identification  of  the  grade  of  cargo 
transferred  to  the  barge  from  the  SS 
AMOCO  YORKTOWN  (of  Liberian  reg¬ 
istry  >  could  have  alerted  the  repair  crew 
aboard  the  barge  to  the  inherent  dangers 
associated  with  carriage  of  the  cargo.  In¬ 
formation  concerning  the  grade  of  cargo 
being  transferred  could  have  been  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  shipping  papers.  Con¬ 
sequently,  the  Coast  Guard  is  proposing 
to  amend  §  30.01-5  (e)  to  make  the  re¬ 
quirements  in  §35.01-10  concerning  ship¬ 
ping  papers  applicable  to  all  foreign  flag 
tank  vessels. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Part  30  of  Title  46, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  by  revising 
S  30.01-5 (e)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  30.01—5  Application  of  Regulations— 

TB/ALL. 

•  *  •  •  • 

<e)  This  Subchapter  shall  be  applica¬ 
ble  to  all  foreign  flag  vessels  carrying 
combustible  or  flammable  liquid  cargo  in 
bulk  while  in  the  navigable  waters  over 
which  the  United  States  has  jurisdic¬ 
tion,  except  that: 

(1)  A  vessel  of  a  foreign  nation  signa¬ 
tory  to  the  International  Convention  for 
Safety  of  Life  at  Sea,  1960,  which  has 
on  board  a  current  valid  Safety  Equip¬ 
ment  Certificate,  or  a  vessel  of  a  foreign 
nation  having  inspection  laws  approx¬ 
imating  those  of  the  United  States,  to¬ 
gether  with  reciprocal  inspection  ar¬ 
rangements  with  the  United  States  and 
which  has  on  board  a  current  valid  cer¬ 
tificate  of  inspection  issued  by  its  gov¬ 
ernment  under  such  arrangements,  In 
either  case,  shall  be  subject  only  to  the 
requirements  of  §  35.01—1  and  |  35.01—10 
and  the  safety  and  cargo  handling  re¬ 
quirements  in  Subparts  35.30  and  35.35 
of  this  Subchapter  *  *  *. 


(46  Ofl.C.  391(a);  49  VB.C.  1666(b):  49  CFR 
1.4*) 

Dated:  August  25, 1976. 

W.  M.  Benkxrt, 

Rear  Admiral,  V.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Merchant  Ma¬ 
rine  Safety. 

(FR  Doc .76- 25722  Filed  9-1-76:8:46  am| 


Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  7 6- WE  24] 

LOS  BANOS,  CALIF. 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration  Is 
considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  description  of  the  Los 
Banos,  California  Transition  Area. 

A  new  instrument  approach  procedure 
has  been  developed  for  Los  Banos  Air¬ 
port,  Los  Banos,  California.  This  new 
procedure  is  based  on  the  Los  Banos 
VORTAC  348*T  (332°M)  radial.  Volta 
Intersection  is  the  initial  approach  fix 
and  Fever  INT  <LSN  332/26  DME)  Is 
the  final  approach  fix.  The  portion  of  700 
foot  transition  area  is  required  to  pro¬ 
vide  controlled  airspace  protection  for 
aircraft  executing  the  instrument  proce¬ 
dure. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Chief.  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  15000 
Aviation  Boulevard,  Lawndale,  California 
90261 .  All  communications  received  on  or 
before  October  4,  1976,  will  be  considered 
before  action  is  taken  on  the  proposed 
amendment  No  public  hearing  is  con¬ 
templated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 
ments  for  informal  conferences  with 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data,  views 
or  arguments  presented  during  such  con¬ 
ferences  must  also  be  submitted  in  writ¬ 
ing  in  accordance  with  this  notice  In 
order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

A  public  document  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  In  the 
Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  15000  Aviation 
Boulevard,  Lawndale,  California  90261. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
FAA  proposes  the  following  airspace  ac¬ 
tion. 

In  §  71.181  (41  FR  440)  the  description 
of  the  Los  Banos,  California  Transition 
Area  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

Los  Banos,  California 

That  airspace  extending  upwards  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  3 -mile  radius 
of  Los  Banos  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
37*03'43"  N.,  longitude  120*52'05"  W.)  and 
within  3  miles  each  side  of  the  848*  radial 
extending  from  the  3  mile  radius  area  to  6 
miles  south  and  6  miles  north  of  the  airport. 


(Sec.  307(a)  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as 
amended.  (49  UJS.C.  1348(a)),  sec.  6(c)  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  UBX>. 
1656(c)).) 

Issued  In  Los  Angeles,  California  on 
August  24,  1976. 

Lynn  L.  Hink. 

Acting  Director,  Western  Region. 

(FR  Doc.76-25674  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am| 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 
t  16  CFR  Part  1028  ] 

PROTECTION  OF  HUMAN  SUBJECTS 

Proposed  Procedures  and  Requirements 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  pro¬ 
pose  regulations  (16  CFR  Part  1028) 
prescribing  procedures  and  requirements 
for  protection  of  human  subjects  appli¬ 
cable  to  all  Commission  contracts  or 
grants  or  other  agreements  supporting 
research,  standards  or  regulations  de¬ 
velopment,  or  related  activities  in  which 
human  subjects  are  involved. 

Section  1028.3  of  the  proposed  regu¬ 
lations  requires  the  organizational  com¬ 
mittee  to  determine  whether  subjects 
are  at  risk.  Section  1028.6(b)  prescribes 
requirements  relating  to  the  composition 
and  functioning  of  such  organizational 
committee.  Section  1028.9  prohibits  the 
use  of  exculpatory  language  under 
which  a  subject  would  be  made  to  waive 
or  appear  to  waive  any  legal  rights.  Sec¬ 
tion  1028.11  requires  organizations  to 
carry  out  reviews  and  approval  of  pro¬ 
posals  involving  human  subjects  prior 
to  submission  to  the  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Commission. 

Having  considered  the  procedures  and 
requirements,  and  other  relevant  mate¬ 
rial.  the  Commission  concludes  that  the 
regulations  should  be  proposed  as  set 
forth  below  for  public  comment. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Consumer  Product  Safety  Act  (15 
U.S.C.  2051-81),  the  Federal  Hazardous 
Substances  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1261-74),  the 
Flammable  Fabrics  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1191- 
1204),  the  Poison  Prevention  Packaging 
Act  of  1970  (15  U.S.C.  1471-76),  and  the 
Refrigerator  Safety  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1211- 
14),  the  Commission  proposes  to  add  a 
new  Part  1028  to  Title  16,  Chapter  n. 
Subchapter  A,  as  follows : 


PART  1028 — PROTECTION  OF  HUMAN 
SUBJECTS 

Sec 

1028.1  Applicability. 

1028.2  Definitions. 

1028.3  Policy. 

1028.4  Submission  of  assurances. 

1028.6  Types  of  assurances. 

1028.6  Minimum  requirements  for  general 

assurances. 

1028.7  Minimum  requirements  for  special 

assurances. 

1028  8  Evaluation  and  disposition  of  as¬ 
surances. 

1028  9  Obligation  to  obtain  Informed  con¬ 
sent;  prohibition  of  exculpatory 
clauses. 

1028.10  Documentation  of  Informed  consent. 

1028.11  Certification;  general  assurance#. 
1028.1*  Certification;  special  assurance#. 
1038.18  Proposal#  lacking  definite  plan#  for 

Involvement  of  human  subject*. 
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Sec. 

1028.14  Proposals  submitted  with  the  Intent 

of  not  Involving  human  subjects. 

1028.15  Evaluation  and  disposition  of  pro¬ 

posals. 

1028.16  Cooperative  activities. 

1028.17  Organization’s  executive  responsibil¬ 

ity. 

1028.18  Organization’s  records. 

1028.19  Reports. 

1028.20  Early  termination  of  awards;  sanc¬ 

tions  for  noncompliance. 

1028.21  Conditions. 

Authority  ;  Consumer  Product  Safety  Act 
(15  U.S.C.  2051-81),  the  Federal  Hazardous 
Substances  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1261-74),  the 
Flammable  Fabrics  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1191- 
1204),  the  Poison  Prevention  Packaging  Act 
of  1970  (15  U.S.C.  1471-76),  and  the  Refrig¬ 
erator  Safety  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1211-14). 

§  1028.1  Applicability. 

(a)  The  requirements  of  this  Part 
1028  are  applicable  to  all  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission  contracts  or 
grants  or  other  agreements  supporting 
research  or  standards  or  regulations  or 
related  activities  in  which  human  sub¬ 
jects  are  involved.  ' 

(b)  The  Commission  may  on  occasion 
by  publication  in  the  Federal  Register, 
or  by  other  appropriate  means,  designate 
activities,  including  specific  programs, 
methods,  or  procedures,  that  necessarily 
fall  within  the  scope  of  this  Part  1028 
or  to  which  this  Part  1028  is  inapplicable. 

(c)  The  requirements  of  this  Part 
1028  do  not  apply  to  opinion  surveys, 
questionnaires,  or  to  solicitation  of  in¬ 
formation  about  past  events. 

S  1028.2  Definition*. 

(a)  “Organization”  means  any  public 
or  private  institution  or  agency,  includ¬ 
ing  Federal,  State,  and  local  government 
agencies. 

(b)  “Cooperative  activity”  means  any 
activity  which  involves  organizations  in 
addition  to  the  grantee,  prime  contrac¬ 
tor  under  the  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Act. 

(c)  “Subject  at  risk”  means  any  in¬ 
dividual  who  may  be  exposed  to  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  Injury,  including  physical  or 
psychological  injury,  as  a  consequence  of 
participation  as  a  subject  in  any  re¬ 
search,  development  or  related  activity. 

(d)  “Informed  consent”  means  the 
knowing  consent  of  an  individual,  or  a 
legally  authorized  representative,  able  to 
exercise  free  power  of  choice  without 
undue  inducement  or  any  element  of 
force,  fraud,  deceit,  duress,  or  other  form 
of  constraint  or  coercion.  The  basic  ele¬ 
ments  of  information  necessary  for  such 
consent  Include: 

(1)  A  fair  explanation  (including  the 
purpose)  of  the  procedures  to  be  fol¬ 
lowed,  with  identification  of  any  experi¬ 
mental  procedures. 

(2)  A  description  of  any  attendant 
discomforts  and  risks  reasonably  to  be 
expected. 

(3)  A  description  of  any  benefits  rea- 
smably  to  be  expected. 

(4)  Disclosure  of  any  appropriate 
alternative  procedures  that  might  be  ad¬ 
vantageous  for  the  subject. 

(5)  An  offer  to  answer  any  inquiries 
concerning  the  procedures. 


(6)  Instruction  that  the  person  is  free 
at  any  time  to  withdraw  his  or  her  con¬ 
sent  and  discontinue  participation  in  the 
project  or  activiy  without  prejudice  to 
the  subject  at  risk. 

(e)  “Commission”  means  the  Con¬ 
sumer  Product  Safety  Commission  and 
any  officer  or  employee  of  the  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission  to  whom  au¬ 
thority  has  been  delegated. 

(f)  “Approved  assurance”  means  a 
document  that  fulfills  the  requirements 
of  this  Part  1028  and  is  approved  by  the 
Commission. 

(g)  “Certification”  means  the  official 
organizational  notification  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  this  Part  1028  that  a  project  or 
activity  involving  human  subjects  at 
risk  has  been  reviewed  and  approved  by 
the  organization  in  accordance  with  the 
“approved  assurance”  on  file  at  the 

"  Commission. 

(h)  “Legally  authorized  representa¬ 
tive”  means  an  individual  authorized 
under  applicable  law  to  give  consent  on 
behalf  of  a  prospective  subject’s  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  particular  acitvity  or 
procedure. 

<i)  “Committee”  means  the  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  organization  established  in 
compliance  with  §  1208.6(b)  (2)  of  this 
Part  1028. 

§  1028.3  Policy. 

(a)  Safeguarding  the  rights  and  wel¬ 
fare  of  subjects  at  risk  in  activities  sup¬ 
ported  by  the  Commission  is  primarily 
the  responsibility  of  the  organization 
that  has  received  funds  from  or  that  is 
accountable  to  the  Commission  for  the 
support  of  its  activity.  To  provide  for 
the  adequate  discharge  of  such  responsi¬ 
bility  by  the  organization,  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  policy  is  that  no  activity  involv¬ 
ing  human  subjects  to  be  supported  by 
the  Commission  shall  be  undertaken  un¬ 
less  a  committee  of  the  organization  has 
reviewed  and  approved  such  activity  and 
the  organization  has  submitted  to  the 
Commission  a  certification  of  such  re¬ 
view  and  approval  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  this  Part  1028. 

(b)  The  committee’s  review  shall  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  human  subjects 
will  be  placed  at  risk  and,  if  risk  is  in¬ 
volved,  whether: 

(1)  The  risks  to  the  subjects  are  so 
outweighed  by  the  sum  of  the  benefit  to 
the  subjects  and  the  importance  of  the 
knowledge  to  be  gained  as  to  warrant  a 
decision  to  allow  the  subjects  to  accept 
these  risks. 

(2)  The  rights  and  welfare  of  the  sub¬ 
jects  will  be  adequately  protected. 

(3)  Legally  effective  informed  consent 
will  be  obtained  by  adequate  and  appro¬ 
priate  methods  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  Part  1028. 

(4)  The  conduct  of  the  activity  will  be 
reviewed  at  timely  intervals. 

(5)  A  qualified  psychologist,  doctor  of 
medicine,  or  other  appropriate  profes¬ 
sional,  having  established  emergency 
medical  procedures,  will  oversee  each 
test. 

<c)  No  grant  or  contract  or  other 
agreement  involving  human  subjects  at 


risk  shall  be  made  to  an  individual  un¬ 
less  he  or  she  is  affiliated  with  or  spon¬ 
sored  by  an  organization  that  can  and 
does  assume  responsibility  for  the  sub¬ 
jects  at  risk  involved. 

§  1028.1  Submission  of  assurances. 

(a)  Recipients  or  prospective  recipi¬ 
ents  of  Commission  support  under  a 
grant  or  contract  or  other  agreement 
involving  subjects  at  risk  shall  provide 
written  assurance  complying  with  the 
requirements  of  this  Part  1028.  Each  as¬ 
surance  shall  embody : 

(1)  A  statement  of  compliance  with 
Commission  requirements  for  initial  and 
continuing  guidelines,  including  identi¬ 
fication  of  the  committee  and  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  its  review  procedures:  or 

(2)  In  the  case  of  special  assurances 
concerned  with  single  activities  or  proj¬ 
ects,  a  report  of  initial  findings  of  the 
committee  and  of  its  propQsed  continuing 
procedures. 

(b)  Such  assurance  shall  be  executed 
by  an  individual  authorized  to  act  for 
the  organization  and  to  assume  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  organization  the  obligations 
imposed  by  this  Part  1028. 

§  1028.5  Types  of  assurances. 

(a)  General  assurances.  A  general  as¬ 
surance  describes  the  review  and  imple¬ 
mentation  procedures  applicable  to  all 
Commission-supported  activities  con¬ 
ducted  by  an  organization,  regardless  of 
the  number,  location,  or  types  of  its  com¬ 
ponents  or  field  activities.  General  assur¬ 
ances  will  be  required  from  organizations 
having  two  or  more  concurrent  Commis¬ 
sion-supported  projects  or  activities  in¬ 
volving  human  subjects,  Section  1028.6 
prescribes  the  minimum  requirements 
for  general  assurances. 

(b)  Special  assurances.  A  special  as¬ 
surance  describes  the  review  and  imple¬ 
mentation  procedures  applicable  to  a 
single  activity  or  project.  A  special  as¬ 
surance  will  be  required  from  an  orga¬ 
nization  although  it  has  an  approved 
general  assurance  on  file.  Section  1028.7 
prescribes  the  minimum  requirements 
for  special  assurances. 

(c)  NIH  assurance.  If  an  organization 
has  a  general  assurance  on  file  with  the 
National  Institutes  of  Health  (NIH), 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  it  need  only  notify  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  this  fact  and  submit  a  copy 
of  the  general  NIH-approved  assurance 
to  the  Commission. 

§  1028.6  Minimum  requirements  for 
general  assurance*. 

(a)  General  assurances  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  the  form  and  manner  as  the 
Commission  may  require  in  “The  Insti¬ 
tutional  Guide  to  CPSC’s  Policy  on  Pro¬ 
tection  of  Human  Subjects,”  which  can 
be  obtained,  upon  request,  from  the 
Commission. 

(b)  As  part  of  its  general  assurance, 
the  organization  must  Include  imple¬ 
menting  guidelines  that  specifically  pro¬ 
vide  for: 

(1)A  statement  of  principles  that  will 
govern  the  organization  In  the  discharge 
of  Its  responsibilities  for  protecting  the 
rights  and  welfare  of  subjects.  This  may 
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Include  appropriate  existing  codes  or 
declarations,  or  statements  formulated 
by  the  organization  itself.  It  is  to  be  un¬ 
derstood  that  no  such  principles  super¬ 
sede  Commission  policy  or  applicable 
law. 

(2)  A  committee  that  will  conduct 
initial  and  continuing  reviews  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  policy  outlined  in  §  1028.3. 
Such  committee  or  committee  structure 
shall  meet  the  following  requirements: 

(i)  The  committee  must  be  composed 
of  not  less  than  five  persons  with  vary¬ 
ing  backgrounds  to  assure  complete  and 
adequate  review  of  activities  commonly 
conducted  by  the  organization.  The  com¬ 
mittee  must  be  sufficiently  qualified 
through  the  maturity,  experience,  and 
expertise  of  its  members  and  diversity 
of  its  membership  to  insure  respect  for 
its  advice  and  counsel  for  safeguarding 
the  rights  and  welfare  of  human  sub¬ 
jects.  In  addition  to  possessing  the  pro¬ 
fessional  competence  necessary  to  review 
specific  activities,  the  committee  must 
be  able  to  ascertain  the  acceptability  of 
proposals  in  terms  of  organizational 
commitments  and  regulations,  applicable 
law,  standards  of  professional  conduct 
and  practice,  and  community  attitudes. 
The  committee  must  therefore  include 
persons  whose  concerns  are  in  these 
areas. 

(ii>  The  committee  members  shall  be 
identified  to  the  Commission,  by  name, 
earned  degree  (if  any) ,  position  or  occu¬ 
pation  and  representative  capacity,  and 
by  other  pertinent  indications  of  experi¬ 
ence  such  as  board  certification,  licenses, 
etc.,  sufficient  to  describe  each  member’s 
chief  anticipated  contributions  to  com¬ 
mittee  deliberations.  Any  employment  or 
other  relationship  between  each  com¬ 
mittee  member  and  the  organization 
shall  be  identified;  for  example,  full-time 
employee,  part-time  employee,  member 
of  governing  panel  or  board,  paid  con¬ 
sultant,  or  unpaid  consultant.  Changes 
in  committee  membership  shall  be  re¬ 
ported  to  the  Commission  in  such  form 
and  at  such  times  as  the  Commission 
may  require. 

(iii)  No  committee  member  shall  be 
involved  in  either  the  initial  or  continu¬ 
ing  review  of  an  activity  ii^  which  he  or 
she  has  a  conflicting  interest,  except  to 
provide  information  requested  by  the 
committee. 

(iv)  The  committee  shall  not  consist 
entirely  of  persons  who  are  officers,  em¬ 
ployees,  or  agents  of,  or  who  are  other¬ 
wise  associated  with,  the  organization 
(apart  from  their  membership  on  the 
committee) . 

(v)  The  committee  shall  not  consist 
entirely  of  members  of  a  single  profes¬ 
sional  group. 

(vi)  The  committee’s  quorum  shall  be 
defined  and  shall  not  be  less  than  a  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  members  convened  to  carry 
out  the  committee’s  responsibilities  under 
the  terms  of  the  assurance. 

(3)  The  procedures  the  organization 
will  follow  in  its  initial  and  continuing 
review  of  proposals  and  activities. 

(4)  The  procedures  the  committee  will 
follow  (i)  to  provide  advice  and  counsel 
to  activity  directors  and  investigators 


with  regard  to  the  committee’s  actions 
and  (ii)  to  insure  prompt  reporting  to 
the  committee  of  proposed  changes  in  an 
activity  and  of  unanticipated  problems 
involving  risk  to  subjects  or  others. 

(5)  The  procedures  the  organization 
will  follow  to  maintain  an  active  and 
effective  committee  and  to  implement 
the  committee’s  recommendations. 

(6)  A  statement  as  to  how  often  the 
committee  will  meet  to  provide  for  con¬ 
tinuing  review.  Such  review  must  occur 
at  least  annually. 

§  1028.7  Minimum  requirements  for 
special  assurances. 

(a)  Special  assurances  shall  be  sub¬ 
mitted  in  the  form  and  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  by  paragraph  (b>  of  this  section. 

(b)  An  acceptable  special  assurance 
shall:  (1)  Identify  the  specific  grant, 
contract,  or  developmental  standard  or 
regulation  involved  by  its  number  (if 
known),  its  full  title,  and  the  name  of 
the  activity  or  project  director,  principal 
investigator,  fellow,  or  other  person  im¬ 
mediately  responsible  for  the  conduct  of 
the  activity.  The  assurance  shall  be 
signed  by  the  individual  members  of  a 
committee  that  complies  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  §  1028.6(b)  (2)  and  shall 
be  endorsed  by  an  appropriate  organiza¬ 
tion  official. 

(2)  Describe  the  makeup  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  the  training,  experience,  and 
background  of  its  members  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §  1028.6(b)  (2)  (ii) . 

(3»(i)  Describe  in  general  terms  the 
risks  to  the  subject  that  the  committee 
recognizes  as  inherent  in  the  activity  and 
(ii)  justify  the  committee’s  decision  that 
these  risks  are  so  outweighed  by  the  sum 
of  the  benefit  to  the  subject  and  the  im¬ 
portance  of  the  knowledge  to  be  gained 
as  to  warrant  the  committee’s  decision 
to  permit  the  subject  to  accept  these 
risks. 

(4)  Describe  the  informed-consent 
procedures  to  be  used  and  attached  doc¬ 
umentation  required  by  §  1028.10. 

(5)  Describe  the  procedures  the  com¬ 
mittee  will  follow  (i)  to  insure  prompt 
reporting  to  the  committee  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  changes  in  the  activity  and  of  any 
unanticipated  problems  involving  risks 
to  subjects  or  others  and  (ii)  to  insure 
that  any  such  problems  are  promptly 
reported  to  the  Commission. 

§  1028.8  Evaluation  and  disposition  of 
assurances. 

(a)  All  assurances  submitted  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  $S  1028.6  and  1028.7  shall 
be  evaluated  by  the  Commission  through 
its  officers  and  employees  and  such  ex¬ 
perts  or  consultants  as  it  determines  to 
be  appropriate.  The  Commission’s  evalu¬ 
ation  shall  take  into  consideration, 
among  other  pertinent  factors,  the  ade¬ 
quacy  of  the  proposed  committee  in  the 
light  of  the  anticipated  scope  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant  organization’s  activities  and  of 
the  types  of  subject  populations  likely 
to  be  involved,  the  appropriateness  of 
the  proposed  initial  and  continuing  re¬ 
view  procedures  in  the  light  of  the  prob¬ 
able  risks,  and  the  size  and  complexity  of 
the  organization. 


(b)  On  the  basis  of  the  evaluation  of 
an  assurance  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section,  the  Commission  shall 
either  approve  the  assurance,  enter  into 
negotiations  to  develop  a  more  satisfac¬ 
tory  assurance,  or  disapprove  the  assur- 
rance.  The  Commission  may  determine 
the  period  during  which  any  particular 
approved  assurance  or  class  of  assur¬ 
ances  shall  remain  effective  and/or  may 
otherwise  condition  or  restrict  the  ap¬ 
proval.  Pending  completion  of  negotia¬ 
tions  for  a  general  assurance,  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  require  an  organization 
otherwise  eligible  for  such  an  assurance 
to  submit  special  assurances. 

§  1028.9  Obligation  to  obtain  informed 
consent;  prohibition  of  exculpatory 
clauses. 

Any  organization  proposing  to  place 
any  subject  at  risk  is  obligated  to  obtain 
and  document  legally  effective  informed 
consent.  No  such  informed  consent,  oral 
or  written,  obtained  under  an  assurance 
provided  pursuant  to  this  Part  1028  shall 
include  any  exculpa  to;A/  language 
through  which  the  subject  is  made  to 
waive,  or  to  appear  to  waive,  any  legal 
rights,  including  any  release  of  the  or¬ 
ganization  or  its  agents  from  liability  for 
negligence. 

§  1028.10  Documentation  of  informed 
consent. 

(a)  The  actual  procedure  utilized  in 
obtaining  legally  effective  informed  con¬ 
sent  and  the  basis  for  committee  deter¬ 
minations  that  the  procedure  are  ade¬ 
quate  and  appropriate  shall  be  fully  doc¬ 
umented. 

(b)  The  documentation  of  consent 
shall  employ  one  of  the  following  three 
forms: 

(1)  A  written  consent  document  em¬ 
bodying  the  basic  elements  of  informed 
consent.  This  may  be  read  to  the  subject 
or  to  a  legally  authorized  representative, 
but  in  any  event  the  subject  or  a  legal¬ 
ly  authorized  representative  must  be 
given  adequate  opportunity  to  read  it. 
This  document  is  to  be  signed  by  the  sub¬ 
ject  or  a  legally  authorized  representa¬ 
tive.  Sample  copies  of  the  consent  form 
as  approved  by  the  committee  are  to  be 
retained  in  its  records  following  signing 
of  the  written  consent  document. 

(2)  A  “short  form”  written  consent 
document  indicating  that  the  basic  ele¬ 
ments  of  informed  consent  have  been 
presented  orally  to  the  subject  or  a 
legally  authorized  representative.  Writ¬ 
ten  summaries  of  what  is  to  be  said  to  the 
participant  shall  be  approved  by  the 
committee.  The  short  form  is  to  be 
signed  by  the  subject  or  a  legally  au¬ 
thorized  representative  and  by  an  audi¬ 
tor  witness  to  the  oral  presentation  and 
to  the  subject’s  or  representative’s  sig¬ 
nature.  A  copy  of  the  approved  summary, 
annotated  to  show  any  additions,  is  to  be 
signed  by  the  persons  officially  obtain¬ 
ing  the  consent  and  by  the  auditor  wit¬ 
ness.  Sample  copies  of  the  consent  form 
and  of  the  summary  as  approved  by  the 
committee  are  to  be  retained  in  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  records  after  signing  of  the 
short  form  written  consent  document. 
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(3)  Modification  of  either  of  the  pri¬ 
mary  procedures  outlined  in  paragraph 
(b)(1)  and  (2)  of  this  section.  Grant¬ 
ing  permission  to  use  modified  proce¬ 
dures  imposes  additional  responsibility 
upon  the  review  committee  and  the  or¬ 
ganization  to  establish :  (1)  That  the  risk 
to  any  subject  is  minimal  and  (ii)  that 
use  of  either  of  the  primary  procedures 
for  obtaining  informed  consent  would 
securely  invalidate  objectives  of  consid¬ 
erable  immediate  importance.  The  com¬ 
mittee’s  reason  for  permitting  the  use  of 
modified  procedures  must  be  individually 
and  specifically  documented  in  the  com¬ 
mittee’s  minutes  and  in  reports  of  com¬ 
mittee  actions  submitted  to  the  files  of 
the  organization.  All  such  modifications 
should  be  regularly  reconsidered  as  a 
function  of  continuing  review  and  as  re¬ 
quired  for  annual  review,  with  documen¬ 
tation  of  reaffirmation,  revision,  or  dis¬ 
continuation,  as  appropriate. 

§  1028.11  Certification;  general  assur¬ 
ances. 

(a)  Timely  review.  Unless  the  Com¬ 
mission  provides  otherwise,  all  proposals 
involving  human  subjects  submitted  by 
organizations  having  approved  general 
assurances  must  be  reviewed  and,  when 
found  to  involve  subjects  at  risk,  ap¬ 
proved  prior  to  submission  to  the  Com¬ 
mission.  If  the  Commission  provides  for 
the  performance  or  organizational  re¬ 
view  of  a  proposal  after  its  submission  to 
the  Commission,  processing  of  such  pro¬ 
posal  by  the  Commission  shall  under  no 
circumstances  be  completed  until  such 
organizational  review  and  approval  has 
been  certified.  Unless  the  organization 
determines  that  human  subjects  are  not 
Involved,  the  proposal  should  be  appro¬ 
priately  certified  in  the  spaces  provided 
on  forms  or  one  of  the  following  certifi¬ 
cations,  as  appropriate,  should  be  typed 
on  the  lower  right-hand  margin  of  the 
page  bearing  the  name  of  an  official  au¬ 
thorized  to  sign  or  execute  applications 
or  proposals  for  the  organization: 
Human  Subjects:  Reviewed,  not  at  risk. 


(Date) 

Human  Subjects:  Reviewed,  at  risk,  ap¬ 
proved  _ 

(Date) 


(Signature) 

(b)  Proposals  not  certified.  Proposals 
not  properly  certified,  or  submitted  as 
not  involving  human  subjects  and  found 
by  the  operating  agency  to  involve  hu¬ 
man  subjects,  will  be  returned  to  the  or¬ 
ganization  concerned. 

§  1028.12  Certification;  special  assur¬ 
ances. 

(a)  Although  an  applicant  organiza¬ 
tion  has  on  file  with  the  Commission  an 
approved  general  assurance,  it  must  sub¬ 
mit  for  each  application  or  proposal  in¬ 
volving  human  subjects  a  separate  spe¬ 
cial  assurance  and  certification  of  its 
review  and  approval. 

(b)  Such  assurance  and  certification 
must  be  submitted  within  such  time  limit 
as  the  Commission  may  specify.  An  as¬ 
surance  and  certification  prepared  in  ac¬ 


cordance  with  this  Part  1028  and  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Commission  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  have  met  the  requirement  for 
certification  for  the  initial  period  con¬ 
cerned.  If  the  terms  of  the  grant,  con¬ 
tract,  or  developmental  standard  or  reg¬ 
ulation  recommend  additional  support 
periods,  certification  shall  be  provided  by 
the  organization  with  applications  for 
continuation  or  renewal  of  support  in  the 
manner  prescribed  in  §  1028.11(a). 

§  1028.13  Proposals  lacking  definite 
plans  for  involvement  of  human  sub¬ 
jects. 

Certain  types  of  proposals  are  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  organizational  committee, 
which  is  responsible  for  certification  of 
the  assurance,  with  the  knowledge  that 
subjects  probably  will  be  involved  within 
the  project  period  but  without  definite 
plans  for  this  involvement  being  included 
in  the  proposal.  These  include  such  ac¬ 
tivities  as  research,  pilot,  or  develop¬ 
mental  activities  in  which  involvement 
depends  upon  such  things  as  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  prior  studies.  Such  proposals 
shall  be  reviewed  and  certified  in  the 
same  manner  as  more  definitive  propos¬ 
als.  The  initial  certification  indicates  or¬ 
ganizational  approval  of  the  applications 
as  submitted  and  commits  the  organiza¬ 
tion  to  later  review  of  the  plans  when 
completed.  Such  later  review  and  cer¬ 
tification  to  the  Commission  should  be 
completed  prior  to  the  beginning  of  the 
budget  period  during  which  actual  in¬ 
volvement  of  human  subjects  is  to  begin. 
Review  and  certification  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  must  in  any  event  be  completed 
prior  to  involvement  of  human  subjects. 

§  1028.14  Proposals  submitted  with  the 
intent  of  not  involving  human  sub¬ 
jects. 

If  a  proposal's  intent  is  not  to  involve 
human  subjects,  certification  should  not 
be  included  with  the  initial  submission 
of  the  proposal  to  the  organizational 
committee  that  is  responsible  for  certifi¬ 
cation  of  the  assurance.  If  in  such  a  case, 
it  later  becomes  appropriate  to  involve 
human  subjects,  the  activity  shall  be  re¬ 
viewed  and  approved  in  accordance  with 
the  assurance  of  the  organization  prior 
to  the  involvement  of  subjects.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  no  such  activity  shall  be  undertaken 
until  the  organization  has  submitted  to 
the  Commission  (a)  a  certification  that 
the  activity  has  been  reviewed  and  ap¬ 
proved  in  accordance  with  this  Part  1028 
and  (b)  a  detailed  description  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  activity  (including  any  protocol  or 
similar  document* .  Also,  where  Commis¬ 
sion  support  is  provided  to  project  grants, 
contracts,  or  developmental  standards  or 
regulations,  subjects  shall  not  be  involved 
prior  to  certification  and  organizational 
receipt  of  the  Commission’s  approval  and, 
in  the  case  of  contracts,  prior  to  negotia¬ 
tion  and  approval  of  an  amended  con¬ 
tract  description  of  work. 

§  1028.13  Evaluation  ami  (lUpo-iiion  of 
proposals. 

(a)  Evaluation.  Notwithstanding  any 
prior  review,  approval,  and  certification 
by  the  organization,  all  grants,  contract 
proposals,  and  developmental  standards 


or  regulations  involving  human  subjects 
at  risk  submitted  to  the  Commission  shall 
be  evaluated  by  the  Commission  for  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  Part  1028  through  its 
officers  and  employees  and  such  experts 
or  consultants  as  the  Commission  deems 
appropriate.  This  evaluation  may  take 
into  account,  among  other  pertinent  fac¬ 
tors,  the  apparent  risks  to  the  subjects, 
the  adequacy  of  protection  against  the 
risks,  the  potential  benefits  of  the  activity 
to  the  subjects  and  others,  and  the  im¬ 
portance  of  the  knowledge  to  be  gained. 

<b)  Disposition.  On  the  basis  of  the 
evaluation  of  an  application  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  such  approval  or  recommendation 
by,  or  consultation  with,  appropriate 
councils,  committees,  or  other  bodies  as 
may  be  required  by  law,  the  Commission 
shall  either  approve,  defer  for  further 
evaluation,  or  disapprove  support  of  the 
proposed  activity  in  whole  or  in  part. 
With  respect  to  any  approved  grant,  con¬ 
tract,  or  developmental  standard  or  reg¬ 
ulation,  the  Commission  may  impose  con¬ 
ditions  (such  as  restrictions  on  the  use 
of  certain  procedures  or  subject  groups, 
or  requiring  use  of  specified  safeguards 
or  informed  consent  procedures)  when 
in  its  judgment  such  conditions  are  nec¬ 
essary  for  the  protection  of  human 
subjects. 

§  1028.16  Cooperative  activities. 

<a>  Responsibility.  If  in  cooperative 
activities  the  grantee,  prime  contractor, 
or  offeror  under  the  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Act  obtains  access  to  some  or  all 
of  the  subjects  involved  through  one  or 
more  cooperating  organizations,  the 
basic  Commission  policy  applies  and  the 
grantee,  prime  contractor,  or  offeror  re¬ 
mains  responsible  for  safeguarding  the 
rights  and  welfare  of  the  subjects. 

<b)  Organization  with  approved  gen¬ 
eral  assurance.  Initial  and  continuing 
review  by  the  organization  with  ap¬ 
proved  general  assurance  may  be  carried 
out  by  one  or  a  combination  of  proce¬ 
dures: 

<1)  Cooperating  organization  with  ap¬ 
proved  general  assurance.  If  the  cooper¬ 
ating  organization  has  on  file  with  the 
Commission  an  approved  general  assur¬ 
ance.  the  grantee,  prime  contractor,  or 
offeror  may  carry  out  its  own  review  or 
may  request  the  cooperating  organiza¬ 
tion  to  conduct  its  own  review  and  report 
to  the  committee  of  the  grantee,  prime 
contractor,  or  offeror  the  cooperating 
organization's  committee  recommenda¬ 
tions  on  those  aspects  of  the  activity 
that  concern  individuals  for  whom  the 
cooperating  organization  has  responsi¬ 
bility  in  accordance  with  its  own  assur¬ 
ance.  At  its  discretion,  the  grantee, 
prime  contractor,  or  offeror  may  concur 
with  or  further  restrict  the  recommen¬ 
dations  of  the  cooperating  organization. 
It  is  the  responsibility  of  the  grantee, 
prime  contractor,  or  offeror  to  maintain 
communication  with  the  committees  of 
the  cooperating  organization.  The  co¬ 
operating  organization,  however,  shall 
promptly  notify  the  grantee,  prime  con¬ 
tractor,  or  offeror  whenever  the  cooper¬ 
ating  organization  finds  the  conduct  of 
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the  project  or  activity  within  its  purview 
to  be  unsatisfactory. 

(2)  Cooperating  organisation  with  no 
approved  general  assurance.  If  the  co¬ 
operating  organization  does  not  have  an 
approved  general  assurance  on  file  with 
the  Commission,  a  general  or  special  as¬ 
surance  to  the  Commission  may  be  ne¬ 
gotiated  that,  if  approved,  will  permit 
the  grantee,  prime  contractor,  or  of¬ 
feror  to  follow  the  procedure  outlined  in 
paragraph  (b)  (1)  of  this  section. 

(3)  Inter  organisational  joint  review. 
The  grantee,  prime  contractor,  or  offeror 
may  wish  to  develop  an  agreement  with 
cooperating  organizations.  Representa¬ 
tives  of  cooperating  organizations  may 
be  appointed  as  ad  hoc  members  of  the 
existing  review  committee  of  the  gran¬ 
tee,  prime  contractor,  or  offeror;  ap¬ 
pointments  for  extended  periods  may  be 
made  if  cooperation  is  on  a  frequent  or 
continuing  basis,  such  as  between  a 
medical  school  and  a  group  of  affiliated 
hospitals.  All  such  cooperative  arrange¬ 
ments  must  be  approved  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  as  part  of  a  general  assurance  or  as 
an  amendment  to  a  general  assurance. 

(c)  Organisation  with  approved  spe¬ 
cial  assurance — (1)  Responsibility. 
While  responsibility  for  initial  and  con¬ 
tinuing  review  necessarily  lies  with  the 
grantee,  prime  contractor,  or  offeror 
with  approved  special  assurance,  the 
Commission  will  also  require  approved 
assurances  from  those  cooperating  or¬ 
ganizations  having  immediate  respon¬ 
sibility  for  subjects. 

(2)  Cooperating  organisation  with  ap¬ 
proved  special  assurance.  If  the  cooper¬ 
ating  organization  has  on  file  with  the 
Commission  an  approved  special  assur¬ 
ance,  the  grantee,  prime  contractor,  or 
offeror  shall  request  the  cooperating  or¬ 
ganization  to  conduct  its  own  review  of 
those  aspects  of  the  project  or  activity 
that  will  involve  human  subjects  for 
which  it  has  responsibility.  The  request 
shall  be  in  writing  and  should  provide 
for  direct  notification  of  the  committee 
of  the  grantee,  prime  contractor,  or  of¬ 
feror  in  the  event  that  the  cooperating 
organization  finds  the  conduct  of  the 
activity  to  be  unsatisfactory. 

(3)  Cooperating  organisation  with  no 
approved  special  assurance.  If  the  co¬ 
operating  organization  does  not  have  an 
approved  special  assurance  on  file  with 
the  Commission,  it  must  submit  to  the 
Commission  a  general  or  special  assur¬ 
ance  that  will  be  determined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of 
this  Part  1028. 

§  1028.17  Organization's  executive  re¬ 
sponsibility. 

Specific  executive  functions  to  be  con¬ 
ducted  by  the  organization  include  policy 
development,  policy  promulgation,  and 
continuing  indoctrination  of  personnel. 
Appropriate  administrative  assistance 
and  support  shall  be  provided  for  the 
committee’s  functions.  Implementation 
of  the  committee’s  recommendations 
through  appropriate  administrative  ac¬ 
tion  and  follow-up  is  a  condition  of  Com¬ 
mission  approval  of  an  assurance.  Com¬ 
mittee  approvals,  favorable  actions,  and 


recommendations  are  subject  to  review 
and  disapproval  or  further  restriction  by 
the  organization.  Committee  disapprov¬ 
als;  restrictions,  or  conditions  cannot  be 
rescinded  or  removed  except  by  action  of 
a  committee  described  in  the  assurance 
approved  by  the  Commission. 

§  1028.18  Organization's  records. 

Copies  of  all  documents  presented  or 
required  for  initial  and  continuing  re¬ 
view  by  the  organization’s  review  com¬ 
mittee  (such  as  committee  minutes,  rec¬ 
ords  of  subjects’  consent,  transmittals  on 
actions,  instructions,  and  reports  of  con¬ 
ditions  resulting  from  committee  deliber¬ 
ations  addressed  to  the  activity  director) 
are  to  be  retained  by  the  organization, 
subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
grant,  contractor,  and  development 
awards. 

§  1028.19  Reports. 

Each  organization  with  an  approved 
assurance  shall  provide  the  Commission 
with  such  reports  and  other  information 
as  the  Commission  may  require. 

§  1028.20  Early  termination  of  awards; 
sanctions  for  nonconipliance. 

(a)  If  in  the  judgment  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  an  organization  has  failed  to  com¬ 
ply  with  the  terms  of  this  Part  1028  with 
respect  to  a  particular  Commission  grant, 
contract,  or  developmental  standard  or 
regulation,  the  Commission  may  require 
that  said  grant,  contract,  or  standard  or 
regulation  be  terminated  or  suspended  in 
the  manner  prescribed  in  applicable 
grant  or  procurement  regulations. 

(b)  If  in  the  judgment  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  an  organization  has  failed  material¬ 
ly  to  discharge  its  responsibility  for  the 
protection  of  the  rights  and  welfare  of 
subjects  in  its  care,  the  Commission  may, 
upon  reasonable  notice  to  the  organiza¬ 
tion  of  the  basis  for  its  judgment  and 
after  providing  the  organization  with  an 
opportunity  for  an  informal  conference, 
terminate  the  organization’s  eligibility 
to  receive  further  Commission  support, 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Part 
1028.  Such  Ineligibility  shall  continue  un¬ 
til  it  is  shown  to  the  Commission’s  satis¬ 
faction  that  the  reasons  therefor  no 
longer  exist. 

(c)  If  in  the  judgment  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  an  individual,  who  is  serving  in  the 
capacity  of  principal  investigator,  pro¬ 
gram  director,  or  other  position  having 
responsibility  for  the  scientific  and  tech¬ 
nical  direction  of  an  activity,  has  failed 
materially  to  discharge  his  or  her  respon¬ 
sibilities  for  the  protection  of  the  rights 
and  welfare  of  human  subjects  in  his  or 
her  care,  the  Commission  may,  upon  rea¬ 
sonable  notice  to  the  individual  and  to 
any  organization  whose  grant,  contract, 
or  developmentakstandard  or  regulation 
may  be  involved,  and  after  providing  the 
individual  and  the  organization  with  an 
opportunity  for  an  informal  conference, 
terminate  the  individual’s  eligibility  to 
serve  in  such  capacity  with  respect  to  any 
activity  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
Part  1028.  Such  ineligibility  shall  con¬ 
tinue  until  it  is  shown  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  satisfaction  that  the  reasons  there¬ 
for  no  longer  exist. 


§  1028.21  Conditions. 

The  Commission  may  with  respect  to 
any  grant,  contract,  or  developmental 
standard  impose  additional  conditions 
prior  to  or  at  the  time  of  any  award 
when  in  its  judgment  such  conditions 
are  necesary  for  the  protection  of 
human  subjects. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit,  on  or  before  November  1,  1976,  writ¬ 
ten  comments  regarding  this  proposal. 
Comments  and  any  accompanying  data 
or  material  should  be  submitted,  prefer¬ 
ably  in  five  copies,  addressed  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Consumer  Product  Safety  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20207.  Com¬ 
ments  may  be  accompanied  by  a  memo¬ 
randum  or  brief  in  support  thereof.  Re¬ 
ceived  comments  may  be  seen  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  10th  floor,  1750  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  during 
working  hours  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  August 27, 1976. 

Sadye  E.  Dunn, 
Secretary,  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.76-25695  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


r'lSCFRPart  1704] 

POISON  PREVENTION  PACKAGING  ACT 
REGULATIONS 

Applications  for  Exemption  From 

Preemption;  Proposed  and  Interim  Rules 

In  this  notice  the  Consumer  Product 
'Safety  Commission  proposes  rules  to 
provide  procedures  that  States  and  local 
governments  are  to  follow  in  submit¬ 
ting  applications  for  exemption  from 
preemption  under  the  amendments  to 
section  8  of  the  Poison  Prevention  Pack¬ 
aging  Act  of  1970  (PPPA)  (15  U.S.C. 
1476(c))  in  section  17(c)  of  the  Con¬ 
sumer  Product  Safety  Commission  Im¬ 
provements  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L.  94-284) . 
The  rules  proposed  here  will  serve  as  in¬ 
terim  rules  pending  completion  of  rule- 
making.  It  is  anticipated  that  interim 
rules  for  applications  for  exemption 
from  preemption  under  the  amendments 
to  the  Federal  Hazardous  Substances  Act 
(15  U.S.C.  1261  et  seq.)  and  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Act  (15  US.C.  2051  et 
seq.)  will  be  proposed  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  the  near  future.  In  the  Federal 
Register  of  July  29,  1976  (41  FR  31569) 
the  Commission  issued  proposed  and  in¬ 
terim  rules  for  applications  for  exemp¬ 
tion  from  preemption  under  the  Flam¬ 
mable  Fabrics  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1191  et 
seq.)  These  acts  were  also  amended  by 
section  17  of  the  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Commission  Improvements  Act 
of  1976. 

Background 

Section  8  of  the  PPPA  provides  that 
whenever  a  PPPA  standard  applicable  to 
a  household  substance  is  in  effect,  no 
State  or  political  subdivision  of  a  State 
may  either  establish  or  continue  in  ef¬ 
fect  for  that  household  substance  any 
special  packaging  standard  (and  any 
exemption  therefrom  and  requirement 
related  thereto)  which  is  not  identical  to 
the  Federal  standard  established  under 
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section  3  of  the  PPPA  (and  any  exemp¬ 
tion  therefrom  and  requirement  related 
thereto) . 

Section  17(c)  of  the  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Commission  Improvements  Act, 
Pub.  L.  94-284,  which  became  effective 
on  May  11,  1976,  amended  section  8  of 
the  PPPA  to  provide  two  exemptions 
that  will  allow  the  State  or  local  govern¬ 
ment  to  establish  or  continue  in  effect 
special  packaging  standards  or  related 
requirements  for  household  substances 
which  would  otherwise  be  preempted. 

The  first  exception  permits  a  State  or 
local  government  to  have  a  different 
special  packaging  standard  or  related  re¬ 
quirement  for  a  household  substance  for 
use  by  the  State  or  political  subdivision, 
If  the  State  or  local  government  stand¬ 
ard  or  requirement  provides  a  higher  de¬ 
gree  of  protection  from  the  risk  of  illness 
or  Injury  that  is  covered  by  the  Federal 
standard  or  requirement  in  effect  under 
the  PPPA. 

The  second  exception  permits  the 
Commission,  upon  application  by  a  State 
or  local  government,  to  grant  a  State  or 
local  government  an  exemption  from  the 
preemption  provision  if :  (1)  Compliance 
with  the  State  or  local  government 
standard  or  requirement  would  not  cause 
the  household  substance  to  be  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  Federal  standard  or  require¬ 
ment  in  effect  under  the  PPPA,  (2)  the 
State  or  local  government  standard  or 
requirement  provides  a  significantly 
higher  degree  of  protection  from  the  risk 
of  injury  or  illness  that  te  covered  by  the 
Federal  standard  or  requirement,  and 
(3)  the  State  or  local  government  stand¬ 
ard  or  requirement  would  not  unduly 
burden  interstate  commerce. 

Section  17(c)  of  Pub.  L.  94-284  enu¬ 
merates  the  findings  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  required  to  make  with  respect  to 
the  State  or  local  government  special 
packaging  standard  or  related  require¬ 
ment  to  determine  the  burden  on  inter¬ 
state  commerce.  An  exemption  may  be 
granted  only  after  the  Commission  has 
provided  public  notification  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  exemption  and  has  afforded  inter¬ 
ested  persons  an  opportunity  to  present 
oral  and  written  comments. 

Scope  of  Proposal 

In  proposing  16  CFR  1704,  below,  the 
Commission  proposes  rules  to  implement 
that  part  of  section  17  of  Pub.  L.  94-284, 
which  establishes  procedures  under  sec¬ 
tion  8(c)  of  the  PPPA  for  the  submission 
and  consideration  of  applications  for  ex¬ 
emption  from  preemption. 

1.  Policy  considerations.  Section  1704.3 
of  the  proposal  provides,  among  other 
things,  that  the  responsibility  for  in¬ 
itially  determining  whether  an  exemp¬ 
tion  from  preemption  should  be  sought 
rests  with  the  State  or  local  government 
affected.  The  Commission  believes  that 
the  State  or  local  government  will  nor¬ 
mally  be  more  familiar  with  its  stand¬ 
ard  or  regulation  than  the  Commission 
and  will  be  better  able  to  assess  the  need 
for  an  exemption. 

2.  Ripeness  of  an  application  for  an 
exemption.  Section  1704.4  provides  that 


applications  for  exemption  from  the 
amended  preemption  provisions  in  sec¬ 
tion  8  of  the  PPPA  will  be  considered 
only  where  the  applicant  demonstrates 
that  its  special  packaging  standard  or 
related  requirement  has  been  enacted  or 
Issued  in  final  form  by  an  authorized 
body,  and  that  the  standard  or  require¬ 
ment  would  be  preempted  by  section  8 
(a)  of  the  PPPA,  as  amended.  If  a  State 
or  local  government  seeking  to  establish 
or  continue  in  effect  a  special  packaging 
standard  or  related  requirement  desires 
advice  concerning  the  effect  of  the  pre¬ 
emption  provisions  of  the  PPPA  on  the 
State  or  local  special  packaging  stand¬ 
ard  or  related  requirement,  such  State 
or  local  government  may  write  to  the 
Commission’s  General  Counsel  for  an 
advisory  opinion.  The  General  Counsel 
can  advise  whether  the  products  covered 
by  the  State  or  local  regulation  or  con¬ 
templated  regulation  are,  in  fact,  subject 
to  Commission  regulation  and,  if  so,  the 
coverage  of  such  Commission  regulation. 

3.  Who  may  submit  an  application  for 
an  exemption.  Section  1704.5  provides 
that  an  application  for  an  exemption 
from  preemption  may  be  submitted  by  a 
State  or  local  government. 

4.  Form  and  content  of  the  exemption 
application.  Sections  1704.6  and  1704.7 
provide  the  form  and  content  of  the 
application  for  exemption.  In  order  to 
grant  any  application  for  an  exemption, 
the  Commission  is  required  to  make  the 
statutory  findings  that:  (1)  Compliance 
with  the  State  or  local  government 
standard  or  requirement  would  not  re¬ 
sult  in  violation  of  the  Federal  standard 
or  requirement;  (2)  the  State  or  local 
government  standard  or  requirement 
provides  a  significantly  higher  degree  of 
protection  from  the  risk  of  illness  or  in¬ 
jury  that  is  covered  by  the  Federal 
standard  or  requirement;  and  (3)  the 
State  or  local  government  standard  or 
requirement  does  not  unduly  burden  in¬ 
terstate  commerce.  The  information  re¬ 
quired  by  section  1704.7  to  be  submitted 
is  necessary  for  the  Commission  to  con¬ 
sider  the  statutory  findings.  Unless  the 
State  or  local  government  submits  the 
fullest  possible  Information,  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  not  be  able  to  make  the 
statutory  findings  required  to  grant  the 
application  for  an  exemption.  Section 
1704.7  is  not  intended  to  preclude  any 
other  information  which  the  applicant 
deems  necessary  to  state  its  case.  The 
Commission  may  also  request  any  addi¬ 
tional  information  needed  to  reach  a 
decision  on  an  application  and  may  seek 
additional  information  itself.  In  making 
a  decision  on  an  application,  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  consider  information  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  the  Information  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  and  any  oral  or  written  comments 
on  the  application. 

5.  Applications  with  insufficient  or  in¬ 
complete  information.  If  an  application 
has  insufficient  or  Incomplete  informa¬ 
tion,  and  does  not  explain  the  absence  of 
the  information,  the  Commission  staff 
shall  return  the  application  to  the  ap¬ 
plicant  without  prejudice  and  shall  in¬ 
form  the  applicant  of  the  deficiencies. 


6.  Applications  for  exemption  that  con¬ 
tain  the  required  information.  Section 
1704.9  provides  that  following  the  initial 
determination  that  an  application  is 
complete  and  contains  sufficient  infor¬ 
mation  to  be  considered,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  shall  propose  the  exemption  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  provide  an  op¬ 
portunity  for  oral  and  written  presenta¬ 
tion  of  views  concerning  the  proposal. 

7.  Grant  or  denial  of  an  application 
for  exemption.  Section  1704.10  states  the 
conditions  under  which  the  Commission 
shall  grant  or  deny  an  application.  The 
Commission  will  grant  an  application  for 
an  exemption  only  if  it  is  able  to  find 
that:  (1)  Compliance  with  the  State  or 
local  special  packaging  standard  or  re¬ 
quirement  would  not  cause  the  house¬ 
hold  substance  to  be  in  violation  of  the 
Federal  provision  in  effect  under  the 
PPPA,  (2)  the  State  or  local  special  pack¬ 
aging  standard  or  requirement  provides 
a  significantly  higher  degree  of  protec¬ 
tion  from  the  risk  of  injury  or  illness  that 
is  covered  by  the  Federal  standard  or 
requirement,  and  (3)  the  State  or  local 
special  packaging  standard  or  require¬ 
ment  would  not  unduly  burden  interstate 
commerce.  Section  1704.10  also  provides 
that  if  the  Commission  denies  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  an  exemption,  findings  regard¬ 
ing  whether  there  is  an  effect  on  inter¬ 
state  commerce  need  not  be  made. 

Conclusion  and  Proposal 

The  Commission  concludes  that  guid¬ 
ance  is  needed  immediately  for  State  and 
local  governments  and  other  interested 
parties  in  connection  with  the  prepara¬ 
tion  and  processing  of  and  commenting 
upon  applications  for  exemption  from 
preemption  under  section  8  of  the  PPPA. 
The  new  preemption  provision  has  been 
in  effect  since  May  11,  1976  and  con¬ 
tinued  absence  of  procedural  rules  could 
lead  to  confusion  and  unnecessary  ex¬ 
penditure  of  resources  by  everyone  in¬ 
volved.  Accordingly,  these  rules  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  immediately  upon  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  as  interim 
rules  to  govern  the  submission  of  appli¬ 
cations  for  exemption  from  preemption. 

Because  these  rules  are  rules  of  agency 
practice  and  procedure  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act  requirements  for  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rulemaking,  opportunity 
for  public  participation  and  delayed  ef¬ 
fective  date  are  not  applicable.  Even  If 
the  rules  were  to  be  considered  general 
rulemaking,  the  Commission  for  good 
cause  finds  that  such  notice  and  publie 
procedure  and  a  delayed  effective  date 
are  Impracticable  and  not  in  the  public 
Interest  because  guidance  is  needed  im¬ 
mediately  to  avoid  confusion  or  unneces¬ 
sary  expenditure  of  resources. 

However,  the  Commission  believes  that 
the  public  should  be  afforded  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  comment  upon  these  interim 
rules.  Accordingly,  these  rules  will  be 
published  in  the  proposed  rules  section  of 
the  Federal  Register  to  facilitate  and 
encourage  public  comment.  The  public 
should  be  assured  that  any  and  all  com¬ 
ments  received  upon  these  rules  will  be 
carefully  considered  by  the  Com  mis - 
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slon  in  its  decision  as  to  what  form  the 
final  rules  for  preemption  applications 
should  take.  Active  and  enlightened  pub¬ 
lic  comment  on  rules  such  as  these  Is  the 
major  vehicle  by  which  the  Commission 
is  informed  of  the  public’s  beliefs  and  de¬ 
sires  as  to  how  this  agency  should  dis¬ 
charge  its  statutory  duties. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  provisions  of 
the  Poison  Prevention  Packaging  Act 
(sec.  8(c),  84  Stat.  1673,  as  amended  90 
Stat.  513-514;  15  UJ5.C.  1476(c) )  and  un¬ 
der  authority  vested  in  the  Commission 
by  the  Consumer  Product  Safety  Act 
(sec.  30(a),  Pub.  L.  92-673,  86  Stat.  1231; 
15  UJ5.C.  2079(a) ) ,  the  Commission  pro¬ 
poses  the  following  new  Part  1704  of  Title 
16,  Chapter  n.  Subchapter  E: 

PART  1704— APPLICATIONS  FOR 
EXEMPTION  FROM  PREEMPTION 

Sec. 

1704.1  Scope. 

1704.2  Definitions. 

1704.3  Policy  considerations. 

1704.4  Consideration  of  applications  for 

exemption. 

1704.5  Who  may  submit  an  application  for 

exemption. 

1704.9  Form  of  an  application  for  exemp¬ 

tion. 

1704.7  Information  required  to  be  included 

In  an  application  for  exemption. 

1704.8  Applications  for  exemption  that 

have  Insufficient  or  incomplete  In¬ 
formation. 

17049  Applications  for  exemption  that 
contain  the  required  Information: 
Procedures. 

1704.10  Granting  or  denying  of  an  applica¬ 

tion  for  exemption. 

Authority  :  Sec.  8(e),  84  Stat.  1673,  as 
amended  90  Stat.  513-514;  15  U.S.C.  1476(c). 

§  1704.1  Scope. 

(a)  This  Part  1704  prescribes  proce¬ 
dures  under  section  8(c)  of  the  Poison 
Prevention  Packaging  Act  of  1970  (15 
U.S.C.  1476(c) ) ,  as  amended,  for  the  sub¬ 
mission  and  consideration  of  applications 
for  exemption  from  preemption  by  spe¬ 
cial  packaging  standards  and  exemptions 
and  related  requirements  for  a  household 
substance  in  effect  under  the  Poison  Pre¬ 
vention  Packaging  Act. 

(b)  Section  8  of  the  Poison  Preven¬ 
tion  Packaging  Act  concerning  preemp¬ 
tion,  was  amended  by  the  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission  Improve¬ 
ments  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L.  94-284,  90 
Stat.  513-514),  which  became  effective 
May  11,  1976.  This  Part  1704  Implements 
the  provisions  of  amended  section  8. 

§  1704.2  Definitions. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  Part  1704: 

(a)  “Commission”  means  the  Con¬ 
sumer  Product  Safety  Commission. 

(b)  “Act"  means  the  Poison  Preven¬ 
tion  Packaging  Act  of  1970  (15  U.S.C. 
1471-1476)  as  amended  by  the  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission  Improve¬ 
ments  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L.  94-284;  90 
Stat.  513-514) . 

(c)  “State  or  local  special  packaging 
standard  or  related  requirement”  means 
a  special  packaging  standard  or  related 
requirement  that  is  intended  to  have  the 
force  of  law  when  In  effect. 


(d)  “State”  means  a  State,  American 
Samoa,  the  Canal  Zone,  the  Common¬ 
wealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  Guam,  Johnston  Island,  King- 
man  Reef,  Midway  Island,  the  Trust  Ter¬ 
ritory  of  the  Pacific  Islands,  the  Virgin 
Islands,  or  Wake  Island. 

(e)  “Local  government”  means  any 
political  subdivision  of  a  State  having 
the  authority  to  establish  or  continue 
In  effect  any  special  packaging  stand¬ 
ard  of*  related  requirement  having  the 
force  of  law,  applicable  to  a  household 
substance. 

(f)  The  definition  of  terms  contained 
in  section  2  of  the  Poison  Prevention 
Packaging  Act  (15  U.S.C.  1471),  as 
amended  by  Pub.  L.  94-284,  shall  be  ap¬ 
plicable  to  such  terms  when  used  in  this 
Part  1704. 

§  1704.3  Policy  considerations. 

(a)  Section  8(a)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  when  a  Federal  special  packaging 
standard  (or  an  exemption  therefrom  or 
a  requirement  related  thereto)  for  a 
household  substance  is  in  effect  under 
the  Poison  Prevention  Packaging  Act,  a 
State  or  local  government  special  pack¬ 
aging  standard  (or  an  exemption  there¬ 
from  or  on  a  requirement  related  there¬ 
to)  applicable  to  the  same  household 
substance  will  be  preempted  unless  the 
State  or  local  government  special  pack¬ 
aging  standard,  exemption,  or  related  re¬ 
quirement  is  Identical  to  the  Federal 
special  packaging  standard,  exemption, 
or  related  requirement. 

(b)  Section  8(c)  of  the  Act  provides 
that  if  the  State  or  local  government  de¬ 
sires  to  continue  or  put  into  effect  its 
own  special  packaging  standard  or  re¬ 
lated  requirement  that  would  otherwise 
be  preempted  under  section  8(a),  the 
State  or  local  government  must  seek  an 
exemption  from  the  Commission.  Section 
8(c)  of  the  Act  outlines  the  findings  that 
must  be  made  and  procedures  that  must 
be  followed  prior  to  granting  an  exemp¬ 
tion. 

(c)  Because  States  and  local  govern¬ 
ments  will  normally  be  more  familiar 
with  their  standards  and  requirements 
than  the  Commission,  and  better  able  to 
determine  the  need  for  an  exemption 
than  the  Commission,  it  is  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  States  and  local  governments  to 
determine  initially  whether  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  an  exemption  from  preemption 
should  be  submitted. 

(d)  In  order  to  facilitate  favorable  ac¬ 
tion  by  the  Commission  on  any  appli¬ 
cation  for  an  exemption,  it  is  essential 
that  a  State  or  local  government  seek¬ 
ing  an  exemption  provide  the  Commis¬ 
sion  with  the  fullest  possible  Informa¬ 
tion  necessary  to  make  the  findings  re¬ 
quired  by  section  8(c)  of  the  Act  in  or¬ 
der  to  grant  the  application.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  set  forth  in  f  1704.7  the  kinds 
of  Information  that  must.  If  available, 
be  Included  In  each  application  for  an 
exemption.  If  the  requested  information 
is  not  available  or  applicable,  that  fact 
should  be  noted  in  the  application. 


§  1704.4  Consideration  of  applications 
for  exemptions  by  the  Commission. 

The  Commission  will  consider  applica¬ 
tions  for  exemptions  from  the  preemp¬ 
tion  provisions  of  secton  8(a)  of  the  act 
only  where  the  State  or  local  government 
can  demonstrate  the  following; 

(a)  The  State  or  local  government 
special  packaging  standard  or  related  re¬ 
quirement  has  been  enacted  or  issued  in 
final  form  by  the  authorized  body*. (1)  A 
State  or  local  government  should  submit 
an  application  for  an  exemption  from 
preemption  only  where  the  State  or  local 
special  packaging  standard  or  related  re¬ 
quirement  has  been  enacted  or  Issued  in 
final  form  by  the  authorized  body  of  the 
State  or  local  government.  For  purposes 
of  this  paragraph  (a),  a  State  or  local 
government  special  packaging  standard 
or  other  regulation  is  considered  “en¬ 
acted”  or  "issued”  if  the  only  bar  to  the 
establishment  or  continued  effectiveness 
of  the  standard  or  requirement  is  pre¬ 
emption  by  section  8(a)  of  the  Act. 
Those  State  or  local  special  packaging 
standards  or  related  requirements  In  ef¬ 
fect  prior  to  May  11,  1976,  the  effective 
date  of  Pub.  L.  94-284,  will  be  considered 
to  be  “enacted  or  issued  in  final  form” 
unless  subsequently  repealed  or  other¬ 
wise  set  aside. 

(2)  If  a  State  or  local  government  Is 
seeking  to  establish  or  continue  In  effect 
a  special  packaging  standard  or  related 
requirement  and  desires  advice  whether 
such  standard  or  related  requirement 
would  be  affected  by  the  preemption  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Poison  Prevention  Packag¬ 
ing  Act,  such  government  body  may  con¬ 
tact  the  Commission’s  General  Counsel 
and  request  an  advisory  opinion.  The 
General  Counsel  will  advise  the  request¬ 
ing  party  whether  the  household  sub¬ 
stance  covered  by  the  State  or  local  gov¬ 
ernment  provision  is  the  subject  of  a  spe¬ 
cial  packaging  standard,  exemption,  or 
related  requirement  in  effect  under  the 
PPPA  and,  if  so,  the  coverage  of  such 
standard,  exemption,  or  related  require¬ 
ment. 

(b)  The  State  or  local  government 
special  packaging  standard  or  related  re¬ 
quirement  would  be  preempted  by  sec¬ 
tion  8(a)  of  the  Act.  An  application  for 
an  exemption  from  preemption  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  only 
where  the  State  or  local  government 
demonstrates  that  its  special  packaging 
standard  or  related  requirement,  intend¬ 
ed  to  have  the  force  of  law  when  in  ef¬ 
fect,  would  be  preempted  by  section  8(a) 
of  the  Act.  If  there  is  no  Federal  special 
packaging  standard,  exemption,  or  re¬ 
lated  requirement  in  effect  that  is  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  household  substance  covered 
by  the  State  or  local  standard  or  require¬ 
ment,  or  if  the  State  or  local  government 
provision  is  designed  to  protect  against 
a  different  risk  of  illness  or  injury  than 
that  addressed  by  the  Federal  provision 
In  effect  under  the  PPPA,  the  State  or 
local  government  provision  would  not  be 
preempted  by  section  8(a)  of  the  Act. 
The  State  or  local  government  standard 
or  related  requirement  would  also  not  be 
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preempted  by  section  8(a)  11  the  State 
or  local  government  provision  Is  Identi¬ 
cal  to  the  Federal  provision  In  effect  un¬ 
der  the  PPPA. 

§  1704.5  Who  may  submit  an  applies* 
lion  for  exemption. 

An  application  for  an  exemption  from 
preemption  may  be  submitted  by  a  State 
or  local  government  where  such  State 
or  local  government  has  the  authority  to 
establish  or  continue  In  effect,  and  Is 
seeking  to  Implement  and  enforce  the 
special  packaging  standard,  or  related 
requirement  that  would  be  preempted  by 
section  8(a)  of  the  Act. 

§  1704.6  Form  of  an  application  for  ex-  > 
eruption. 

An  application  for  exemption  shall: 

(a)  Be  written  In  the  English  lan¬ 
guage. 

(b)  Clearly  indicate  that  it  Is  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  an  exemption  from  the  pre¬ 
emption  provisions  of  section  8(a)  of  the 
Act. 

(c)  Identify  the  Federal  special  pack¬ 
aging  standard,  exemption,  or  related  re¬ 
quirement  that  preempts  the  State  or 
local  government  special  packaging 
standard  or  related  requirement. 

(d)  Identify  the  State  or  local  govern¬ 
ment  special  packaging  standard  or  re¬ 
lated  requirement  that  is  the  subject  of 
the  application  and  state  the  date  it  was 
enacted  or  Issued  in  final  form. 

(e)  Contain  the  name  and  address  of 
the  person  or  branch,  department,  agen¬ 
cy,  or  other  body  of  the  State  or  local 
government  that  should  be  notified  of 
any  Commission  action  concerning  the 
application. 

(f)  Be  signed  by  an  individual  author¬ 
ized  to  request  the  exemption  on  behalf 
of  the  State  or  local  government. 

(g)  Be  submitted  (preferably  in  5 
copies)  to  the  Secretary,  U.8.  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20207. 

(h)  Contain  the  information  described 
In  $  1704.7  to  the  fullest  extent  possible, 
or  contain  a  full  explanation  why  such 
information  has  not  been  included. 

§  1704.7  Information,  data,  or  material 
required  to  be  included  in  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  exemption. 

An  application  for  an  exemption  from 
preemption  shall  contain  the  following 
information  to  the  fullest  extent  pos¬ 
sible.  If  any  of  the  information  is  not 
included,  the  application  must  fully  ex¬ 
plain  why  the  information  has  not  been 
supplied. 

(a)  A  copy  of  the  State  or  local  gov¬ 
ernment  special  packaging  standard  or 
related  requirement  that  is  the  subject  of 
the  application.  Where  available,  the  ap¬ 
plication  shall  also  Include  copies  of  any 
legislative  history  or  background  mate¬ 
rials  used  in  Issuing  the  standard  or  re¬ 
quirement,  including  hearing  reports,  or 
studies  concerning  the  development  or 
consideration  of  the  standard  or  require¬ 
ment. 

(b)  A  statement  of  the  products  and 
product  groups  covered  by  the  State  or 
local  government  standard  or  require¬ 


ment,  as  well  as  unit  product  sales  vol¬ 
ume  covered  by  the  regulation. 

(c)  A  description  of  the  type  pack¬ 
aging  (e.g.  glass  or  plastic  bottles,  car¬ 
tons,  unit  packaging,  etc.)  currently  used 
on  those  products  covered  by  the  State  or 
local  government  standard  or  require¬ 
ment. 

(d)  An  explanation  why  compliance 
with  the  State  or  local  government 
standard  or  requirement  would  not  cause 
the  household  substance  to  be  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  Federal  special  packaging 
standard  or  requirement  in  effect  under 
the  Act. 

(e)  Information,  data,  or  material  in¬ 
dicating  whether  the  State  or  local  gov¬ 
ernment  standard  or  requirement  pro¬ 
vides  a  significantly  higher  degree  of 
protection  from  the  risk  of  illness  or  in¬ 
jury  covered  by  the  Federal  special  pack¬ 
aging  standard  or  requirement.  The  ap¬ 
plication  for  an  exemption  shall  include 
the  following  information,  where  avail¬ 
able: 

(1)  A  description  of  the  risk  of  injury 
or  illness  addressed  by  the  State  or  local 
government  standard  or  requirement, 

(2)  A  detailed  explanation  of  the 
State  or  local  government  special  pack¬ 
aging  standard  and  its  rationale, 

(3)  A  detailed  explanation  of  any 
State  or  local  effectiveness  specifications 
for  special  packaging  and  any  testing 
protocol  for  meeting  these  effectiveness 
specifications. 

(4)  A  comparison  of  State  or  local  and 
Federal  special  packaging  standards  or 
requirements  to  show  differences,  includ¬ 
ing  a  comparison  of  effectiveness  specifi¬ 
cations  and  testing  protocol. 

(5)  Data  and  Information  Indicating 
that  the  State  or  local  government  spe¬ 
cial  packaging  standard  or  requirement 
alleged  to  provide  a  higher  degree  of 
protection  than  the  Federal  standard  is 
necessary  to  protect  children  under  5 
years  of  age  from  serious  personal  in¬ 
jury  or  serious  illness  resulting  from  han¬ 
dling,  using,  or  ingesting  such  household 
substance.  Evidence  of  the  need  for  the 
State  or  local  government  provision 
could  take  the  form  of : 

(i)  Documented  human  experience 
data  from  the  scientific  literature,  the 
National  Electronic  Injury  Surveillance 
System  (NEISS),  and  the  National 
Clearinghouse  for  Poison  Control  Cen¬ 
ters  (NCPCC) .  The  data  should  reflect 
the  statistics  and  sources  thereof,  as  well 
as  the  symptomatology  and  duration  of 
any  hospitalization.  The  data  should  be 
related  to  the  specific  household  sub¬ 
stance  covered  by  the  State  or  local  gov¬ 
ernment  provision,  if  possible,  rather 
than  to  a  class  of  substances  that  in¬ 
cludes  the  household  substance  that  is 
the  subject  of  the  application.  The  data 
should  demonstrate  that  the  household 
substance  subject  to  the  regulation  may 
cause  serious  personal  injury  or  serious 
illness  to  children,  and  that  such  illness 
or  injury  arises  because  children  are  en¬ 
abled  by  its  packaging  to  obtain  access 
to  the  substance.  The  data  should  justify 
the  level,  scope,  and  effective  date'  of  the 
State  or  local  government  provision, 


37127 

where  these  differ  from  those  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  provision. 

(ii)  Experimental  data  (animal  or  hu¬ 
man)  submitted  as  an  adjunct  to  the  hu¬ 
man  experience  data.  Such  experimental 
studies  should  be  performed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  good  medical,  pharmacological, 
and  toxicological  practice.  Sufficient 
numbers  of  test  subjects  should  be  used 
to  give  statistical  reliability  to  test  re¬ 
sults. 

(6)  Data  and  Information  to  show  ac¬ 
tual  or  projected  hazard  reduction  as  a 
result  of  the  State  or  local  provision,  and 

(7)  Any  other  information  supporting 
the  contention  that  the  State  or  local 
provision  provides  a  significant  higher 
degree  of  protection  from  the  risk  of  ill¬ 
ness  or  injury  with  respect  to  which  the 
Federal  standard  or  requirement  is  in  ef¬ 
fect. 

(f)  Information,  data,  or  material  in¬ 
dicating  the  effect  on  Interstate  com¬ 
merce  of  granting  the  requested  exemp¬ 
tion.  Prior  to  granting  an  application 
requesting  an  exemption  from  preemp¬ 
tion,  the  Commission  must  determine 
that  the  State  or  local  government  pro¬ 
vision  does  not  unduly  burden  interstate 
commerce.  In  making  this  determination, 
the  Commission  is  required  by  seotion 
8(c)  (1)  (B)  (ii)  of  the  PPPA  to  consider 
and  make  appropriate  statutory  findings 
as  to  the  burden,  if  any,  of  a  State  or  lo¬ 
cal  government  standard  or  requirement 
on  interstate  commerce.  In  determining 
whether  the  burden  is  undue,  the  Com¬ 
mission  must  weigh  the  extent  of  the 
burden  against  the  benefit  to  public 
health  and  safety  that  would  be  provided 
by  the  State  or  local  government  stand¬ 
ard  or  requirement.  Accordingly,  appli¬ 
cations  for  exemptions  shall  Include, 
where  available,  information,  data,  or 
material  indicating  the  following: 

(1)  Whether  it  is  technologically  feasi¬ 
ble  to  comply  with  the  State  or  local  gov¬ 
ernment  standard  or  requirement.  Evi¬ 
dence  of  technological  feasibility  could 
take  the  form  of : 

(1)  Statements  by  affected  persons  in¬ 
dicating  ability  to  comply  with  the  State 
or  local  government  standard  or  require¬ 
ment.  Hie  application  could  Include 
statements  from  manufacturers  of  spe¬ 
cial  packaging  that  package  designs  are 
available  for  use  on  the  products  covered 
by  the  State  or  local  government  provi¬ 
sion,  and  that  these  designs  have  been 
successfully  tested  and  meet  any  effec¬ 
tiveness  requirements  of  the  State  or  lo¬ 
cal  government  provision. 

(ii)  Information  as  to  technological 
modifications  necessary  to  achieve  com¬ 
pliance.  The  application  could  include 
Information  concerning  the  need,  if  any, 
to  develop  any  new  special  packaging  de¬ 
signs,  special  packaging  materials,  or 
packaging  equipment  in  order  to  comply 
with  the  State  or  local  government 
provision. 

(iii)  Information  evaluating  any  spe¬ 
cial  compatibility  or  shelf  life  problems 
that  might  be  encountered  for  any  of  the 
household  substances.  Including  indivd- 
ual  products,  covered  by  the  State  or 
local  government  provision. 
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(iv)  Statements,  including  statements 
from  affected  persons,  concerning  the 
nature  and  extent  of  any  special  prob¬ 
lems  which  might  be  encountered  in 
meeting  the  effective  date  of  the  State 
of  local  government  provision. 

(v>  Statements  indicating  that  other 
jurisdictions  have  established  similar 
provisions  that  have  been  met  by  persons 
affected  by  the  standard  or  requirement 
that  is  the  subject  of  the  application, 

(vl)  Any  other  information  indicating 
the  capacity  for  and  feasibility  of  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  State  or  local  govern¬ 
ment  standard  or  requirement. 

(2)  Whether  it  is  economically  feasible 
to  comply  with  the  State  or  local  govern¬ 
ment  standard  or  requirement,  l.e. 
whether  there  will  be  significant  adverse 
effect  on  the  production  and  distribution 
of  the  household  substances.  Evidence  of 
economic  feasibility  could  take  the  form 
of: 

(i)  Information  revealing  whether  a 
State  or  local  government  standard  or 
requirement  would  result  in  the  unavail¬ 
ability  (or  result  in  a  significant  decline 
in  the  availability)  of  the  household  sub¬ 
stance  either  in  the  interstate  market  or 
within  the  geographic  boundary  of  the 
State  or  local  government  imposing  the 
standard  or  requirement, 

(ii)  Statements  from  persons  affected 
by  the  State  or  local  government  stand¬ 
ard  or  requirement  concerning  the  likely 
effect  of  the  State  or  local  standard  or 
requirement  on  the  availability  or  con¬ 
tinued  marketing  of  the  household  sub¬ 
stance  subject  to  the  State  or  local  gov¬ 
ernment  provision. 

(iii)  Information  concerning  the  cur¬ 
rent  cost  and  availability  of  closures  or 
other  types  of  packaging  presently  being 
used,  and  the  cost  and  availability  of  spe¬ 
cial  packaging  in  order  to  comply  with 
the  State  or  local  government  provisions. 

(iv)  Information  concerning  packag¬ 
ing  line  equipment  costs  for  any  new 
equipment  required  in  order  to  comply 
with  the  State  or  local  government  pro¬ 
vision.  Such  information  should  be  ex¬ 
pressed  per  line  as  well  as  total  per  opera¬ 
tions  of  the  company. 

(v)  Information  concerning  any  ef¬ 
fects  of  the  State  or  local  government 
provisions  on  the  rates  and  quantity  of 
production  of  the  household  substance. 
Including  any  effects  on  quality  control. 

(vi)  Any  other  information  indicating 
the  economic  feasibility  of  compliance 
with  the  State  or  local  government 
standard  or  requirement. 

(3)  Whether  the  cost  of  complying 
with  the  State  or  local  government 
standard  or  requirement  would  unduly 
burden  interstate  commerce.  Evidence  of 
the  cost  of  complying  with  the  State  or 
local  government  provision  could  take 
the  form  of  information,  data,  or  mate¬ 
rial  projecting  the  anticipated  effect  of 
the  State  or  local  government  provision 
on  the  sales  and  price  of  the  household 
substance,  both  in  interstate  commerce 
and  within  the  geographic  area  of  the 
State  or  local  government. 

(4)  The  present  geographic  distribu¬ 
tion  of  the  household  substance  to  which 


the  State  or  local  government  standard 
or  requirement  would  apply,  and  projec¬ 
tions  of  future  geographic  distribution. 
Evidence  of  the  geographic  distribution 
could  take  the  form  of  information,  data, 
or  material  (including  statements  from 
manufacturers,  distributors,  or  retailers 
of  the  household  substance)  showing  ad¬ 
vertising  in  the  Interstate  market,  inter¬ 
state  retailing,  or  interstate  distribution. 

(5)  The  probability  that  other  States 
or  local  governments  will  apply  for  an 
exemption  for  a  similar  special  pack¬ 
aging  standard  or  related  requirement. 
This  information  could  be  presented  in 
the  form  of  statements  from  other  States 
or  local  governments  indicating  whether 
an  exemption  will  be  sought. 

(6)  Whether  there  are  any  par¬ 
ticular  circumstances  affecting  the  ap¬ 
plicant  that  may  weigh  against  the  need 
for  a  national,  uniform  special  packag¬ 
ing  standard  or  other  requirement  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  household  substance.  Any 
relevant  information  should  be  submit¬ 
ted,  such  as  a  showing  that  specified  local 
conditions  require  the  State  or  local  gov¬ 
ernment  to  apply  for  the  exemption  in 
order  to  adequately  protect  the  public 
health  and  safety  of  the  State  or  local 
area. 

(g)  A  list  of  interested  parties  includ¬ 
ing  consumer  groups  potentially  affected 
by  the  establishment  or  continuation  of 
the  State  or  local  government  special 
packaging  standard  or  requirement.  The 
list  need  not  be  a  certified  or  formal 
record. 

§  1704.8  Applications  for  exemption 
that  have  insufficient  or  Incomplete 
information. 

If  an  application  for  an  exemption 
from  preemption  does  not  contain  the  in¬ 
formation  required  by  S3  1704.8  and 
1704.7,  and  does  not  explain  why  the  in¬ 
formation  required  by  these  sections  has 
not  been  supplied,  the  Commission  staff 
shall  inform  the  applicant  of  the  defici¬ 
encies  and  shall  return  the  application  to 
the  applicant  without  prejudice. 

§  1704.9  Applications  for  exemption 
that  contain  the  required  informa¬ 
tion:  Procedures. 

(a)  If  an  application  for  an  exemp¬ 
tion  from  preemption  contains  the  in¬ 
formation  required  by  53  1704.6  and 
1704.7,  the  Commission  shall  propose  the 
exemption  in  the  Federal  Register  and 
provide  an  opportunity  for  the  written 
presentation  of  views  concerning  the 
proposal,  in  accordance  with  section  553 
of  Title  5  United  States  Code,  and  an 
opportunity  for  the  oral  presentation  of 
views  concerning  the  proposal. 

(b)  When  a  proposed  exemption  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  the 
proposal  shall  include  an  invitation  of 
all  Interested  persons  to  submit  written 
comments  thereon  and  shall  also  advise 
interested  persons  that,  if  requested 
within  a  specified  period,  an  opportunity 
to  make  an  oral  presentation  will  be  pro¬ 
vided  at  a  specified  date.  The  opportu¬ 
nity  for  oral  presentation  of  views  shall 
take  the  form  of  an  informal  nonadver¬ 
sary,  legislative-type  proceeding. 


§  1704.11  Granting  or  denying  an  appli¬ 
cation  for  an  exemption. 

(a)  Before  granting  or  denying  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  an  exemption,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  shall  consider  any  timely  oral  or 
written  comments  received  concerning 
the  application.  The  Commission  shall 
also  consider  any  other  relevant  informa¬ 
tion  that  is  available. 

(b)  After  an  exemption  from  preemp¬ 
tion  has  been  proposed  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  interested  persons  have  been 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  submit  oral 
and  written  comments  on  the  proposal, 
the  Commission  shall  grant  the  applica¬ 
tion  for  an  exemption  only  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  able  to  find  that: 

(1)  Compliance  with  the  State  or  local 
government  standard  or  requirement 
would  not  cause  the  household  substance 
to  be  in  violation  of  the  special  packag¬ 
ing  standard  or  requirement  in  effect 
under  the  PPPA, 

(2)  The  State  or  local  government 
standard  or  requirement  provides  a  sig¬ 
nificantly  higher  degree  of  protection 
than  the  Federal  provision,  and 

(3)  The  State  or  local  government 
standard  or  requirement  does  not  unduly 
burden  interstate  commerce. 

(c)  If  the  Commission  decides  to  deny 
an  application  for  an  exemption,  findings 
regarding  whether  there  is  an  effect  on 
interstate  commerce  need  not  be  made. 

(d)  A  notice  of  the  grant  or  denial  of 
the  application  shall  be  published  by  the 
Commission  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit,  on  or  before  October  4, 1976,  written 
comments  regarding  this  proposal.  Com¬ 
ments  and  any  accompanying  data  or 
material  should  be  submitted,  preferably 
in  five  copies,  addressed  to  the  Secretary, 
Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20207.  Comments  may 
be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum  or 
brief  in  support  thereof.  Received  com¬ 
ments  may  be  seen  in  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  eighth  floor,  1750  K  Street, 
NW„  Washington,  D.C.  during  working 
hours  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  August  27,  1976. 

Sadye  E.  Dunk, 
Secretary,  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.76-25694  Filed  9-1-76;  8: 45  am] 


FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

[  10  CFR  Part  209  ] 

INTERNATIONAL  VOLUNTARY 
AGREEMENTS 

Recordkeeping  Requirements 

Since  their  publication  in  February 
1976,  the  Federal  Energy  Administration 
(FEA)  has  monitored  the  effectiveness 
of  the  recordkeeping  requirements  ap¬ 
plicable  to  international  voluntary  agree¬ 
ments  under  Part  209  of  its  regulations. 
FEA  has  observed  that  a  large  number 
of  duplicative  records  dealing  with  rou¬ 
tine  matters  have  been  submitted  to  it, 
though  certain  information  vital  to  the 
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antitrust  monitoring  required  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act 
(Pub.  L.  94-163)  has  been  Inadequately 
recorded.  In  order  to  rectify  this  situa¬ 
tion,  and  alleviate  the  burdens  caused  by 
it  with  respect  to  both  government  and 
participants,  FEA  hereby  proposes  to 
amend  Part  209  of  Chapter  n,  Title  10, 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  In 
order  to  minimize  recording  of  rela¬ 
tively  trivial  matters,  while  at  the  same 
time  providing  further  guidance  with 
respect  to  those  matters  which  should 
be  recorded  in  detail. 

Under  the  proposal,  9  209.24,  providing 
for  the  maintenance  of  records  In  con¬ 
nection  with  developing  a  voluntary 
agreement,  would  be  amended  so  as  to 
clarify  the  requirement  that  the  “sub¬ 
stance”  of  each  communication  be  ade¬ 
quately  recorded.  As  amended,  the  term 
“substance”  would  Include,  but  not  be 
limited  to,  “policies  and  Issues  relating 
to  the  information  and  allocation  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  International  Energy  Pro¬ 
gram  and  the  implementation  thereof, 
the  positions  taken  with  respect  to  such 
policies  and  issues  by  each  potential  par¬ 
ticipant,  and  the  conclusions  reached.  If 
any.”  While  this  clarification  could  re¬ 
sult  in  an  Increase  in  material  deemed 
essential  and  subject  to  recordation  in 
detail,  §  209.24  would  also  be  amended 
to  simplify  recording  in  other,  non- 
essential  areas. 

Where  any  communication  is  written 
(including  t41ex  material),  and  demon¬ 
strates  on  its  face  that  It  was  already 
furnished  to  FEA,  the  amended  regula¬ 
tion  would  exempt  a  participant  from 
making  a  record  thereof  and  from  send¬ 
ing  a  further  copy  to  FEA.  Where  the 
communication  is  administrative  (for 
example,  if  it  Involves  the  location  of  a 
record,  the  place  of  a  meeting,  travel 
arrangements  or  similar  matters)  it 
would  also  not  need  to  be  recorded. 

To  the  extent  that  any  communication 
involves  matters  which  recapitulate  mat¬ 
ters  already  contained  in  a  full  and  com¬ 
plete  record,  the  section  would  be 
amended  to  provide  that  the  substance 
of  such  matters  need  not  be  recorded 
in  detail,  so  long  as  reference  is  made  to 
the  record  and  the  location  therein 
where  the  matters  are  fully  set  out. 

Finally,  the  requirement  that  records 
be  deposited  “promptly”  with  FEA,  would 
be  amended  to  permit  their  deposit 
within  thirty  days. 

Under  the  proposal,  9  209.34,  providing 
for  maintenance  of  records  during  the 
carrying  out  of  voluntary  agreements, 
would  be  amended  in  a  similar  fashion. 
In  addition  to  the  amendments  discussed 
above,  the  section  would  also  be  amended 
to  provide  that  where  there  are  several 
communications  within  the  same  day 
involving  the  same  participants,  a  cumu¬ 
lative  record  for  the  day  may  be  kept. 
The  requirement  providing  for  “prompt" 
deposit  of  records  would,  as  In  the  case 
of  §  209.24,  be  amended  to  permit  de¬ 
posit  within  thirty  days,  except  that  dur¬ 
ing  intemationlal  energy  supply  emer¬ 
gencies,  the  period  would  be  seven  days. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  FEA  has  re¬ 
ceived  several  records  of  communications 


between  participants  and  U.8.  Govern¬ 
ment  personnel,  it  should  be  noted  that 
such  communications  are  exempt  from 
recordation,  since  both  99  209.24  and 
209.34  apply  only  to  communications  “be¬ 
tween  or  among”  participants. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
with  respect  to  these  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  to  executive  Communications, 
Room  3309,  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion.  Box  IK,  the  Federal  Building, 
Washington,  D.C.  20461.  Comments 
should  be  Identified  on  the  outside  of 
the  envelope  and  on  the  documents  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Federal  Energy  Adminis¬ 
tration  with  the  designation  “Record- 
keeping  Relating  to  International  Volun¬ 
tary  Agreements."  Fifteen  (15)  copies 
should  be  submitted.  All  comments  re¬ 
ceived  by  4:30  pun.,  September  30,  1976, 
will  be  considered  by  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration  in  evaluating  the  pro¬ 
posed  recommendation. 

Any  information  or  data  considered  by 
the  person  furnishing  it  to  be  confiden¬ 
tial  must  be  so  Identified  and  submitted 
in  writing,  one  copy  only.  The  FEA  re¬ 
serves  the  right  to  determine  the  con¬ 
fidential  status  of  the  information  or 
data  and  to  treat  it  according  to  its 
determination. 

Public  hearings  with  respect  to  these 
proposed  recommendations  will  be  held 
beginning  at  9:30  a.m.,  e.d.t.,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  5,  1976,  in  Room  2105,  2000  M  Street, 
NW.,  Washington.  Any  person  who  has 
an  interest  in  these  recommendations  or 
who  is  representative  of  a  group  or  class 
of  persons  which  has  such  an  Interest, 
may  make  a  written  request  for  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  make  oral  presentation. 
Such  a  request  should  be  directed  to  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Communications,  FEA,  and  must 
be  received  before  4:30  p.m.,  e.d.t.,  Sep¬ 
tember  24,  1976.  Such  a  request  may  be 
hand  delivered  to  Room  3309,  the  Federal 
Building,  12th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  between  the 
hours  of  8  aun.,  and  4:30  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday.  The  person  making  the 
request  should  be  prepared  to  describe 
the  interest  concerned;  if  appropriate,  to 
state  why  he  is  a  proper  representative 
of  a  group  or  class  of  persons  which  has 
such  an  Interest;  and  to  give  a  concise 
summary  of  the  proposed  oral  presenta¬ 
tion  and  a  phone  number  where  he  may 
be  contacted  through  October  4.  1976. 
Each  person  selected  to  be  heard  will  be 
so  notified  by  the  FEA  before  4:30  pjn., 
e.d.t.,  September  28,  1976,  and  must  sub¬ 
mit  100  copies  of  his  statements  to  Reg¬ 
ulations  Management,  FEA.  Room  2214. 
2000  M  Street,  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20461,  before  4:30  p.m.,  e.d.t.,  October  1. 
1976.  * 

The  FEA  reserves  the  right  to  select 
the  persons  to  be  heard  at  these  hearings, 
to  schedule  their  respective  presenta¬ 
tions,  and  to  establish  the  procedures 
governing  the  conduct  of  the  hearings. 
Hie  length  of  each  presentation  may  be 
limited,  based  on  the  number  of  persons 
requesting  to  be  heard. 

An  FEA  official  will  be  designated  to 
preside  at  the  hearings.  These  will  not 


be  judicial  or  evidentiary-type  hearings. 
Questions  may  be  asked  only  by  those 
conducting  the  hearings;  and  there  will 
be  no  cross-examination  of  persons  pre¬ 
senting  statements.  Any  decision  made 
by  the  FEA  with  respect  to  the  subject 
matter  of  the  hearings  will  be  based 
on  all  information  available  to  the  FEA. 
At  the  conclusion  of  all  initial  oral 
statements,  each  person  who  has  made 
an  oral  statement  will  be  given  the  op¬ 
portunity,  if  he  so  desires,  to  make  a 
rebuttal  statement.  Hie  rebuttal  state¬ 
ments  will  be  given  in  the  order  in  which 
the  initial  statements  were  made  and 
will  be  subject  to  time  limitations. 

Any  interested  persons  may  submit 
questions,  to  be  asked  of  any  person 
making  a  statement  at  the  hearings  to 
Executive  Communications,  FEA,  before 
4:30  p.m.,  e.d.t.,  October  1,  1976.  Any 
person  who  makes  an  oral  statement  and 
who  wishes  to  ask  a  question  at  the 
hearings  may  submit  the  question,  in 
writing,  to  the  presiding  officer.  The 
FEA  or  the  presiding  officer,  if  the  ques¬ 
tion  is  submitted  at  the  hearings,  will 
determine  whether  the  question  is  rele¬ 
vant,  and  whether  time  limitations  per¬ 
mit  it  to  be  presented  for  answer. 

Any  further  procedural  rules  needed 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  the  hearings 
will  be  announced  by  the  presiding  offi¬ 
cer. 

A  transcript  of  the  hearings  will  be 
made  and  the  entire  record  of  the  hear¬ 
ings,  including  the  transcript,  will  be  re¬ 
tained  by  the  FEA  and  made  available 
for  inspection  in  the  FEA  Freedom  of 
Information  Office,  Room  2107,  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  12th  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  NW.,  Monday  through  Friday. 
Any  person  may  purchase  a  copy  of  the 
transcript  from  the  reporter. 

Since  this  proposal  is  procedural  only, 
the  requirement  in  section  7(c)(1)  of 
the  Federal  Energy  Administration  Act. 
that  proposals  “affecting  the  quality  of 
the  environment”  be  reviewed  by  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  prior 
to  issuance,  is  hereby  deemed  not  to  ap¬ 
ply. 

Hi  is  proposal  has  been  reviewed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Executive  Order  11821 
and  OMB  Circular  A107  and  has  been 
determined  not  to  require  evaluation  of 
its  inflationary  impact  as  provided 
therein. 

(Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of  1974, 
Pub.  L.  93375  as  amended;  E.O.  11790,  39  PR 
23185;  E.O.  11930,  41  FR  32399;  Energy  Pol¬ 
icy  and  Conservation  Act,  Pub.  L.  94-163; 
E.O.  11912,  41  FR  15825) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  August 
27, 1976. 

Michael  F.  Butler, 
General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

1.  It  Is  proposed  to  amend  10  CFR 
Part  209,  5  209.24  paragraphs  (b)  and 
(c)  to  read  as  follows; 

§  209.21  Maintenance  of  records. 

•  •  •  '•  • 

(b)(1)  Except  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  (2)  through  (4)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  potential  participants  shall  keep  a 
full  and  complete  record  of  any  com- 
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munication  (other  than  in  a  meeting 
held  pursuant  to  this  subpart)  between 
or  among  themselves  for  the  purpose  of 
developing  a  voluntary  agreement  under 
this  part.  When  two  or  more  potential 
participants  are  involved  in  such  a  com¬ 
munication,  they  may  agree  among 
themselves  who  shall  keep  such  record. 
Such  record  shall  Include  the  names  of 
the  parties  to  the  communication  and 
the  firms,  if  any,  which  they  represent; 
the  date  of  the  communication;  the 
means  of  communication ;  and  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  communication  in  sufficient 
detail  to  convey  adequately  its  substance. 
As  used  in  this  paragraph,  the  term 
“substance”  includes,  but  is  not  limited 
to,  policies  and  issues  relating  to  the  in¬ 
formation  and  allocation  provisions  of 
the  trp  and  the  implementation  thereof, 
the  positions  taken  with  respect  to  such 
policies  and  Issues  by  each  potential  par¬ 
ticipant,  and  the  conclusions  reached,  if 
any. 

(2)  Where  any  communication  is  writ¬ 
ten  (including  telex  material),  and 
where  such  communication  demon¬ 
strates  on  its  face  that  the  originator  or 
some  other  source  furnished  a  copy  of 
the  communication  to  FEA,  no  partici¬ 
pant  need  record  such  a  communication 
or  send  a  further  copy  to  FEA. 

(3)  To  the  extent  that  any  communi¬ 
cation  is  administrative  (for  example, 
if  it  involves  the  location  of  a  record, 
the  place  of  a  meeting,  travel  arrange¬ 
ments,  or  similar  materials),  no  partici¬ 
pant  need  prepare  a  record  thereof. 

(4)  To  the  extent  that  any  communi¬ 
cation  involves  matters  which  recapitu¬ 
late  matters  already  contained  in  a  full 
and  complete  record,  the  substance  of 
such  matters  shall  be  identified,  but  need 
not  be  recorded  in  detail,  provided  that 
reference  is  made  to  the  record  and  the 
location  therein  in  which  the  substance 
is  fully  set  out. 

(c)  Except  where  the  Administrator 
otherwise  provides,  all  records  and  tran¬ 
scripts  prepared  pursuant  to  paragraphs 

(a)  and  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be  de¬ 
posited  within  thirty  (30)  days  of  their 
preparation  together  with  any  agree¬ 
ment  resulting  therefrom,  with  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  and  shall  be  available  to  the 
Attorney  General,  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  and  the  Department  of 
State.  Such  records  and  transcript  shall 
be  available  for  public  Inspection  and 
copying  to  that  extent  set  forth  in  Sub- 
part  D.  Any  person  depositing  material 
pursuant  to  this  section  shall  Indicate 
with  particularity  what  portions,  if  any, 
the  person  believes  are  not  subject  to 
disclosure  to  the  public  pursuant  to  Sub¬ 
part  D  and  the  reasons  for  such  belief. 
•  •  •  •  • 

2.  It  is  proposed  to  amend  10  CFR  Part 
209,  S  209.34  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  to 
read  as  follows; 

§  209.34  Maintenance  of  record*. 

«  »  »  •  • 

(b)(1)  Except  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graphs  (b)  (2)  through  (4)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  participants  shall  keep  a  full  and 


complete  record  of  any  communication 
(other  than  in  a  meeting  held  pursuant 
to  this  subpart)  between  or  among 
themselves  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  a  voluntary  agreement  or  developing 
or  carrying  out  a  plan  of  action  under 
this  subpart,  except  that  where  there  are 
several  communications  within  the  same 
day  involving  the  same  participants, 
they  may  keep  a  cumulative  record  for 
the  day.  The  parties  to  a  communication 
may  agree  among  themselves  who  shall 
keep  such  record.  Such  record  shall  in¬ 
clude  the  names  of  the  parties  to  the 
communication  and  the  businesses,  if 
any,  which  they  represent;  the  date  of 
the  communication;  the  means  of  com¬ 
munication  ;  and  a  description  of  the 
communication  in  sufficient  detail  to 
convey  adequately  its  substance.  As  used 
in  this  paragraph,  the  term  “substance” 
includes,  but  is  not  limited  to,  policies 
and  issues  relating  to  the  information 
and  allocation  provisions  of  the  IEP  and 
the  implementation  thereof,  the  posi¬ 
tions  taken  with  respect  to  such  policies 
and  issues  by  each  participant,  and  the 
conclusions  reached,  if  any. 

(2)  Where  any  communication  is  writ¬ 
ten  (including  telex  material),  and 
where  such  communication  demon¬ 
strates  on  its  face  that  the  originator  or 
some  other  source  furnished  a  copy  of 
the  communication  to  FEA,  no  such  par¬ 
ticipant  need  record  such  a  communi¬ 
cation  or  send  a  further  eopy  to  FEA. 

(3)  To  the  extent  that  any  communi¬ 
cation  is  administrative  (for  example,  if 
it  involves  the  location  of  a  record,  the 
place  of  a  meeting,  travel  arrangements, 
or  similar  matters,  no  record  shall  be 
prepared) . 

(4)  To  the  extent  that  any  communi¬ 
cation  involves  matters  which  recapitu¬ 
late  matters  already  contained  in  a  full 
and  complete  record,  the  substance  of 
such  matters  shall  be  identified,  but  need 
not  be  recorded  in  detail,  provided  that 
reference  is  made  to  the  record  and  the 
location  therein  in  which  the  substance 
is  fully  set  out. 

(c)  Except  where  the  Administrator 
otherwise  provides,  all  records  and  tran¬ 
scripts  prepared  pursuant  to  paragraphs 
(a)  and  (b)  of  this  section  shall  be  de¬ 
posited  within  seven  (7)  days  of  their 
preparation  during  an  international  en¬ 
ergy  supply  emergency  and  within  thirty 
(30)  days  of  their  preparation  during 
periods  of  non-emergency,  together  with 
any  agreement  resulting  therefrom,  with 
the  Administrator  and  shall  be  available 
to  the  Attorney  General,  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  and  the  Department 
of  State.  Such  records  and  transcripts 
shall  be  available  for  public  inspection 
and  copying  to  the  extent  set  forth  in 
Subpart  D.  Any  person  depositing  ma¬ 
terials  pursuant  to  this  section  shall  in¬ 
dicate  with  particularity  what  portions, 
if  any,  the  person  believes  are  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  disclosure  to  the  public  pursuant 
to  Subpart  D  and  the  reasons  for  such 
belief. 

•  •  »  •  • 

[FR  Doc.76-20631  Filed  8-80-76; 9  26  am) 


[10  CFR  Part  212] 

COMPUTATION  OF  LANDED  COSTS; 
transportation 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  and 
Public  Hearing 

On  March  9,  1976,  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration  (FEA)  issued  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemakiing  and  public  hear¬ 
ing  (41  FR  10075)  which  proposed  to 
amend  Part  212  of  Chapter  n  of  Title  10 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  to 
establish  a  standard  measure  for  the  cost 
of  transportation  of  crude  oil  as  a  com¬ 
ponent  of  the  landed  cost  of  that  crude 
oil.  In  light  of  the  comments  received  in 
response  to  that  proposal,  FEA  has  de¬ 
termined  that  further  changes  in  the 
proposed  rule  are  appropriate,  and  FEA 
hereby  proposes  a  revised  amendment  to 
Part  212  of  Chapter  H  of  Title  10  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  to  achieve 
the  purposes  of  the  amendment  pro¬ 
posed  in  the  March  9, 1976  notice. 

In  FEA’s  original  proposal,  a  single 
standard  hypothetical  voyage  based  on 
AFRA  and  Worldscale  would  have  been 
used  to  calculate  transportation  costs  for 
shipments  between  each  pair  of  ports. 
This  was  intended  to  provide  a  simple, 
easily  audited,  standard  for  all  com¬ 
panies.  The  proposed  nominal-cost 
method  was  intended  to  provide  an  aver¬ 
age  which  would  approximate  Industry 
experience,  even  though  the  costs  of  in¬ 
dividual  companies  might  .be  above  or 
below  the  proposed  standard.  Such  a 
method  is  necessary  to  avoid  the  com¬ 
plex  cost  allocation  problems  arising 
when  major  oil  companies  use  a  single 
shipping  affiliate  for  transportation  with 
respect  to  all  of  their  operations  world¬ 
wide. 

From  the  written  and  oral  comments, 
it  is  clear  that  although  some  sort  of 
nominal-cost  method  is  appropriate  for 
the  larger  international  companies,  it  is 
not  a  necessary  or  suitable  index  for 
companies  whose  principal  marketing 
operations  take  place  in  the  United 
States  and  whose  transportation  costs 
may  in  large  part  be  attributed  to  serv¬ 
ing  customers  here.  These  companies,  un¬ 
like  the  larger  international  companies, 
have  not  used  accounting  systems  based 
upon  AFRA  since  they  do  not  face  the 
same  allocation  problem.  Rather  they 
have  used  various  accounting  measures 
of  their  actual  costs.  Any  rule  of  the  kind 
previously  proposed  by  FEA  would  not 
necessarily  reflect  their  actual  transpor¬ 
tation  costs  and  would  require  a  sub¬ 
stantial  change  in  their  current  account¬ 
ing.  Moreover  these  companies  are  less 
able  to  absorb  differences  between  their 
individual  cost  experience  and  industry 
experience  as  expressed  by  AFRA. 

In  light  of  these  considerations  FEA 
has  modified  the  proposed  amendments 
to  allow  companies  to  calculate  their  in¬ 
curred  transportation  costs  in  one  of  two 
ways,  depending  on  their  historical  ac¬ 
counting  procedures.  If  those  historic 
procedures  have  been  based  predomi¬ 
nantly  on  actual  costs,  a  company  would 
utilize  the  “net-cost”  method;  if  they 
were  based  predominantly  on  a  nominal- 
cost  approach  such  as  AFRA-World- 
■cale,  the  “AFRA  method”  would  be  pre- 
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scribed.  A  company  wishing  to  change 
from  one  method  to  the  other  would  be 
allowed,  with  FEA  permission,  to  make  & 
one-time-only  change  from  one  meth¬ 
od  to  another.  That  change  would  be 
allowed  if  FEA  determined  that  the  re¬ 
quested  method  would  more  accurately 
reflect  the  company's  long-term  costs. 

The  proposal  would  also  amend  §§  212.- 
82  and  212.84(c)  to  make  it  clear  that 
purchases  which  were  not  “resales” 
within  the  meaning  of  i  212.84(g)  should 
be  included  in  a  refiner’s  calculation  of 
landed  cost  as  if  the  crude  had  been  pur¬ 
chased  in  the  country  of  origin,  even  if 
delivery  would  not  actually  be  taken 
there.  For  purchases  in  which  delivery 
is  received  at  a  third  point,  an  imputed 
transportation  cost  would  be  calculated 
using  the  proposed  rules  as  applicable 
to  a  refiner’s  normal  experience. 

In  the  amendment  proposed  herein,  as 
in  the  one  proposed  in  the  March  9 
notice,  refiners  which  obtain  transpor¬ 
tation  from  affiliated  entities  would  be 
treated  on  the  same  basis  as  those  which 
do  not.  Thus,  from  the  point  of  view  of 
transportation,  costs  would  not  be 
affected  by  particular  forms  of  corporate 
organization. 

Finally,  in  the  “parity”  calculation  pro¬ 
vided  for  crude  oils  for  which  insufficient 
third-party  sales  exist  to  determine  rep¬ 
resentative  and  maximum  prices,  a  spe¬ 
cific  class  of  vessel,  LR-1,  would  be  desig¬ 
nated.  This  change  would  permit  FEA  to 
make  such  calculations  without  addi¬ 
tional  reference  to  particular  transporta¬ 
tion  patterns. 

The  AFRA  Method 

For  companies  using  the  AFRA 
method,  the  proposed  amendments  would 
allow  the  rate  implied  by  the  AFRA  fac¬ 
tor  for  the  class  of  vessel  actually  used, 
plus  actual  demurrage,  lightering  and 
transshipment  costs.  This  differs  in  sev¬ 
eral  respects  from  the  method  proposed 
in  the  March  9  notice.  In  that  proposal, 
the  allowed  cost  of  transportation  for 
crude  oil  was  to  be  based  on  the  hypo¬ 
thetical  shipment  of  that  crude  oil  in  a 
vessel  of  a  specified  size  class  (LR-2)  on 
a  direct  voyage  from  the  port  of  the 
country  of  origin  of  the  crude  oil  to  its 
domestic  port  of  entry,  regardless  of  the 
route  or  size  of  vessel  actually  employed. 
The  amendment  proposed  herein,  on  the 
other  hand,  would  base  allowed  trans¬ 
portation  costs  on  the  AFRA-derived 
rates  for  the  actual  routes  and  vessels 
employed,  and  additionally  would  allow 
actual  net  demurrage,  lightering  and 
transshipment  costs. 

The  earlier  FEA  proposal  was  intended 
to  provide  a  simple  easily-audited  stand¬ 
ard  and  to  create  additional  incentives 
for  firms  to  minimize  their  transporta¬ 
tion  costs,  since  their  permitted  cost  re¬ 
coveries  would  not  be  reduced  by  the 
amount  of  any  efficiencies  which  they 
could  achieve.  Many  of  the  comments 
received,  however,  indicated  that  the  use 
of  the  relatively  large  vessel  class  pro¬ 
posed  was  inappropriate,  since  many 
terminals  were  unable  to  accommodate 
vessels  of  that  size,  and  would  lead  to  a 


level  of  allowed  transportation  costs  sig¬ 
nificantly  below  actual  industry  experi¬ 
ence.  In  addition,  firms  indicated  that 
they  already  had  substantial  incentives 
for  efficient  operation  of  their  vessels, 
particularly  since  market  competition 
already  frequently  limited  treir  recover¬ 
ies  to  less  than  those  permitted  by  FEA 
price  controls. 

To  accommodate  these  concerns,  FEA 
is  proposing  to  specify  the  use  of  the 
AFRA  factor  corresponding  to  the  class 
of  vessel  actually  used  for  a  particular 
shipment,  rather  than  requiring  uniform 
use  of  the  LR-2  class.  This  would  assure 
that  the  AFRA  measure  would  mirror  a 
company’s  actual  shipment  pattern.  This 
approach  has  a  further  advantage  of  as¬ 
suring  that  total  industry  recoveries 
would  be  equal  to  industry  experience  if 
this  variant  of  AFRA  were  adopted  by 
other  importing  countries. 

AFRA  is  an  industry-wide  measure, 
and  in  continuing  to  use,  a  method  based 
on  AFRA  and  Worldscale,  FEA  has  taken 
into  account  responses  to  the  question  in 
its  March  9  Notice  as  to  whether  AFRA 
and  Worldscale  provides  a  valid  approxi¬ 
mation  of  actual  industry  experience. 
Comments  received  strongly  affirmed  the 
use  of  AFRA  and  there  was  general 
agreement  that  no  alternative  industry¬ 
wide  averaging  system  would  be  more  ap¬ 
propriate.  No  party  responding  could 
point  to  any  particular  feature  of  AFRA 
which  would  lead  to  its  being  an  inade¬ 
quate  measure  of  industry  experience. 
On  this  basis  FEA  has  concluded  that 
for  those  companies  currently  using  an 
AFRA-based  system,  the  specification  of 
AFRA  and  Worldscale,  based  on  the  class 
of  vessels  and  transportation  routes  ac¬ 
tually  used,  should  lead  to  close  agree¬ 
ment  over  the  long  term  between  allowed 
and  actual  crude-oil  transportation 
costs. 

The  proposed  regulation  would  not  re¬ 
quire  that  companies  using  the  AFRA 
method  deduct  from  the  allowable 
charge  for  transportation  an  amount  for 
use  of  the  vessel,  if  any,  on  the  return 
leg  of  the  voyage,  even  though  the 
AFRA-Worldscale  values  apply  to  round- 
trip  voyages.  Such  use  is  apparently  in¬ 
frequent,  and  requiring  such  a  deduc¬ 
tion  could  add  significant  complexity  to 
the  accounting  system  required  for  those 
using  the  AFRA  method.  FEA  welcomes 
comments  on  the  frequency  of  such  back¬ 
haul  shipments,  the  need  to  require  de¬ 
ductions  for  such  shipments  by  those 
companies  using  the  AFRA  method,  and 
how  such  deductions  might  be  accom¬ 
plished  if  necessary. 

In  proposing  this  modified  AFRA 
method,  FEA  acknowledges  again  that 
the  actual  experience  of  a  specific  com¬ 
pany  in  a  given  year  may  be  above  or 
below  the  cost  which  would  be  allowed 
under  the  proposed  amendment.  This 
would  be  true  with  any  nominal  costing 
basis. 

The  Net-Cost  Method 

Under  the  net-co6t  method,  allowed 
transportation  costs  would  be  the  actual 
expenditures  for  crude-oil  transportation 


to  unaffiliated  companies  by  a  company 
or  companies  affiliated  with  Ik  Overhead 
costs  and  the  cost  of  land-based  person¬ 
nel  would  be  excluded  from  allowable 
expenditures,  and  companies  would  have 
to  subtract  from  its  gross  costs  any  out¬ 
side  income  received  for  the  use  of  ves¬ 
sels  whose  costs  are  included  in  its  trans¬ 
portation  costs.  Companies  would  also 
have  to  allocate  costs  on  a  ton-mile  basis 
when  vessels  are  used  for  purposes  other 
than  importing  crude  oil  into  the  U.S. 
to  the  extent  that  such  use  did  not  di¬ 
rectly  produce  outside  income.  To  allo¬ 
cate  capital  charges  between  periods  and 
to  allocate  annual  costs  between  months. 
FEA  Is  proposing  two  accounting  rules. 
A  company  would,  however,  be  permitted 
to  use  customary  accounting  procedures 
generally  accepted,  consistently  and  his¬ 
torically  applied  by  the  firm,  subject  to 
certain  findings  by  FEA. 

To  ensure  the  proper  allocation  of 
capital  costs,  FEA  is  proposing  that  for 
vessels  owned  by  the  company,  the  an¬ 
nual  capital  charge  be  set  at  the  an¬ 
nual  hire  rate  derived  from  the  AFRA 
value  in  effect  during  the  month  the  ves¬ 
sel  first  went  into  service  for  that  com¬ 
pany  or  an  affiliated  company.  The  same 
rule  would  apply  to  vessels  leased  by  the 
company  under  a  lease  which  provides 
that  the  vessel  reverts  to  the  company  or 
an  affiliated  company  at  the  end  of  the 
lease  period,  without  payment  of  a  fur¬ 
ther  sum  approximating  the  market 
value  of  the  vessel  at  the  end  of  the 
lease  period. 

The  effect  of  this  proposal  would  be 
to  allow  companies  to  retain  any  eco¬ 
nomic  advantage  which  accrues  to  them 
from  their  decision  to  purchase  a  vessel 
rather  than  enter  into  a  charter  agree¬ 
ment.  It  would  also  avoid  the  difficulties 
inherent  in  Imputing  a  cost  of  capital 
which  might  otherwise  arise.  In  the  al¬ 
ternative,  FEA  could  prescribe  specific 
amortization  rules  based  on  the  cost  of 
the  vessel  to  the  company  and  a  specified 
estimated  vessel  lifetime.  Interested  par¬ 
ties  are  particularly  encouraged  to  com¬ 
ment  on  the  relative  merits  of  these 
alternative  methods  of  dealing  with  com¬ 
pany-owned  vessels.  Persons  using  an 
amortization  approach  should  Indicate 
how  FEA  may  determine  appropriate 
asset  lives  for  depreciation  purposes, 
especially  when  used  vessels  are  pur¬ 
chased,  and  what  if  any  adjustments 
should  be  made  to  take  account  of  the 
cost  of  capital. 

To  allocate  annual  cost  between 
months,  FEA  is  also  proposing  a  particu¬ 
lar  accounting  procedure.  Under  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule,  a  company  would  be  required 
to  estimate  each  month  its  net  trans¬ 
portation  costs  for  the  then  current  fis¬ 
cal  year.  In  the  first  month  of  the  fiscal 
year,  this  value  would  be  divided  by  the 
company’s  best  estimate  of  its  total  ship¬ 
ping  amount  for  that  fiscal  year  in  ton- 
miles.  The  resulting  ratio  would  be  that 
company’s  cost  per  ton-mile  (CTM)  esti¬ 
mate  for  that  company  for  the  first 
month  of  that  fiscal  year.  The  company 
would  then  allocate  transportation  costs 
to  the  landed  cost  of  each  shipment  of 
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Imported  crude  oil  loaded  by  the  com¬ 
pany  In  that  month  by  multiplying  its 
cm  estimate  for  that  month  times  the 
number  of  ton-miles  Involved  In  the 
transportation  of  that  shipment  of  crude 
oil. 

In  each  subsequent  month  of  the  fiscal 
year,  an  update  of  the  company’s  esti¬ 
mate  of  net  transportation  cost  would  be 
made.  From  this  estimate,  the  transpor¬ 
tation  costs  allocated  to  the  landed  cost 
of  imported  crude  oil  in  previous  months 
would  be  subtracted;  this  difference 
would  be  divided  by  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  company’s  then-current  best 
estimate  of  its  shipping  amount  in  ton- 
miles  for  the  fiscal  year  and  the  num¬ 
ber  of  ton-miles  to  which  transportation 
costs  had  already  been  allocated.  This 
ratio  would  be  the  company’s  CTM  esti¬ 
mate  for  that  month,  and  the  company 
would  allocate  transportation  costs  to  the 
landed  cost  of  each  shipment  of  imported 
crude  oil  loaded  in  that  month  by  mul¬ 
tiplying  that  CTM  estimate  by  the  num¬ 
ber  of  ton-miles  Involved  in  the  ship¬ 
ment  of  that  crude  oil. 

One  effect  of  this  method  would  be 
that  after  the  allocation  of  costs  for  the 
last  month  of  the  fiscal  year,  the  total 
error  in  the  transportation  costs  allo¬ 
cated  for  the  fiscal  year  would  be  the 
error  in  the  company’s  CTM  estimate  for 
the  last  month  of  the  fiscal  year  times 
the  total  number  of  ton-miles  involved 
in  shipments  loaded  in  that  last  month. 
This  error  would  be  corrected  by  report¬ 
ing  an  adjustment,  in  the  amount  of  the 
error,  upon  the  company’s  determination 
of  its  actual  net  transportation  cost  for 
the  fiscal  year,  which  adjustment  must 
be  made  not  later  than  120  days  after 
the  last  days  of  the  fiscal  year. 

Although  FEA  is  proposing  certain  ac¬ 
counting  rules  in  connection  with  the 
net-cost  method,  companies  would  be 
permitted,  subject  to  FEA  approval,  to 
use  their  customary  accounting  proce¬ 
dures  if  those  procedures  are  generally 
accepted  and  have  been  consistently  and 
historically  applied.  Approval  would  be 
granted  to  the  extent  that  FEA  finds  that 
the  procedures:  (i)  Adequately  reflect 
long-run  transportation  costs  or  (11)  Do 
not  materially  differ  in  result  from  the 
procedures  prescribed  by  FEA.  To  avoid 
any  unnecessary  Interim  changes,  com¬ 
panies  would  have  three  months  to  seek 
approval  of  existing  accounting  pro¬ 
cedures. 

Public  Comment  and  Hearing  Procedures 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  this  rulemaking  by  submitting 
data,  views,  or  arguments  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  amendments  set  forth  in 
this  notice  to  Executive  Communications, 
Hoorn  3309,  Federal  Energy  Administra¬ 
tion,  Box  IL,  Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

Comments  should  be  Identified  on  the 
outside  of  the  envelope  and  on  documents 
submitted  to  FEA  Executive  Communica¬ 
tions  with  the  designation  "Computation 
of  Landed  Costs:  Transportation”.  Fif¬ 
teen  copies  should  be  submitted.  All  com¬ 
ments  received  by  September  21,  1976, 
before  4:30  p.m.,  ed  t„  and  all  other  rele¬ 


vant  information,  will  be  considered  by 
FEA  before  final  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  regulations. 

Any  information  or  data  considered  by 
the  person  furnishing  it  to  be  confidential 
must  be  so  Identified  and  submitted  in 
writing,  one  copy  only.  The  FEA  reserves 
the  right  to  determine  the  confidential 
status  of  the  information  or  data  and  to 
treat  it  according  to  its  determination. 

The  public  hearing  in  this  proceeding 
will  be  held  at  9 : 30  a.m.,  on  September  23, 
1976,  and  will  be  continued,  if  necessar”, 
on  September  24,  1976,  in  Room  2105, 
2000  M  Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C.,  in 
order  to  receive  comments  from  inter¬ 
ested  persons  on  the  matters  set  forth 
herein. 

Any  person  who  has  an  interest  in  the 
proposed  amendments  issued  today,  or 
who  is  a  representative  of  a  group  or  class 
of  persons  that  has  an  interest  in  today’s 
proposed  amendments,  may  make  a  writ¬ 
ten  request  for  an  opportunity  to  make 
an  oral  presentation.  Such  a  request 
should  be  directed  to  Executive  Com¬ 
munications,  FEA,  and  must  be  received 
before  4:30  pm.,  e.d.t.  on  September  15, 
1976.  Such  a  request  may  be  hand  de¬ 
livered  to  Room  3309,  Federal  Building, 
12th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  between  the  hours  of 
8  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday.  The  person  making  the  request 
should  be  prepared  to  describe  the  inter¬ 
est  concerned,  if  appropriate,  to  6tate 
why  she  or  he  is  a  proper  representative 
of  a  group  or  class  of  persons  that  has 
such  an  Interest,  and  to  give  a  concise 
summary  of  the  proposed  oral  presenta¬ 
tion  and  a  phone  number  where  he  or  she 
may  be  contacted  through  September  22, 
1976.  Each  person  selected  to  be  heard 
will  be  so  notified  by  FEA  before  4:30 
p.m.,  e.d.t.,  September  17, 1976,  and  must 
submit  100  copies  of  his  or  her  statement 
to  Regulations  Management,  FEA,  Room 
2214,  Federal  Building,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  before  4:30  p.m.,  e.d.t.,  on  Septem¬ 
ber  22,  1976. 

FEA  reserves  the  right  to  select  the 
persons  to  be  heard  at  these  hearings,  to 
schedule  their  respective  presentations 
and  to  establish  the  procedures  govern¬ 
ing  the  conduct  of  the  hearings.  The 
length  of  each  presentation  may  be  lim¬ 
ited,  based  on  the  number  of  persons 
requesting  to  be  heard. 

An  FEA  official  will  be  designated  to 
preside  at  the  hearings.  These  will  not 
be  judicial  or  evidentiary-type  hearings, 
and  there  will  be  no  cross-examination 
of  persons  presenting  statements.  Any 
decision  made  by  FEA  with  respect  to 
the  subject  matter  of  hearings  will  be 
based  on  information  available  to  FEA. 
At  the  conclusion  of  all  initial  oral  state¬ 
ments,  each  person  who  has  made  an  oral 
statement  will  be  given  the  opportunity, 
if  he  or  she  so  desires,  to  make  a  rebuttal 
statement.  The  rebuttal  statements  will 
be  given  in  the  order  in  which  the  initial 
statements  were  made  and  will  be  subject 
to  time  limitations. 

Any  interested  person  may  submit 
questions  to  be  asked  of  any  person  mak¬ 
ing  a  statement  at  the  hearings  to  Execu¬ 
tive  Communications.  FEA,  before  4:30 


p.m.,  e.d.t.,  September  21, 1976.  Any  per¬ 
son  who  wishes  to  ask  a  question  at  the 
hearings  may  submit  the  question.  In 
writing,  to  the  presiding  officer.  The  FEA, 
or  the  presiding  officer  if  the  question  is 
submitted  at  the  hearings,  will  determine 
whether  the  question  is  relevant,  and 
whether  the  time  limitations  permit  it  to 
be  presented  for  answer. 

Any  further  procedural  rules  needed 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  the  hearings 
will  be  announced  by  the  presiding 
officer. 

A  transcript  of  hearings  will  be  made 
and  the  entire  record  of  the  hearings, 
including  the  transcript,  will  be  retained 
by  FEA  and  made  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  FEA  Freedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Office,  Room  2107,  Federal  Building, 
12th  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  between  the  hours  of 
8  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday.  Any  person  may  purchase  a  copy 
of  the  transcript  from  the  reporter. 

As  required  by  section  7(c)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of 
1974,  Pub.  L.  93-275,  a  copy  of  this  notice 
has  been  submitted  to  the  Administrator 
of  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
(EPA)  for  his  comments  concerning  the 
impact  of  this  proposal  on  the  quality  of 
the  environment.  The  Administrator  had 
no  comments  on  this  proposal. 

The  proposal  has  been  reviewed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Executive  Order  11821, 
and  OMB  Circular  Number  A-107,  issued 
November  27,  1974,  and  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  not  to  be  of  a  nature  that  requires 
an  evaluation  of  its  inflationary  impact 

(Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of  1973, 
Pub.  L.  93-159,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  94-163; 
Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of  1974. 
Pub.  L.  93-275,  as  amended  by  Pub  L.  94- 
385;  E.O.  11790,  39  FR  29185.) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Part  212  of  Chapter 
n  of  Title  10,  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  as  set  forth  below. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  August  27, 
1976. 

Michael  F.  Butlbr, 
General  Counsel 
Federal  Energy  Administration 

1.  Section  212.82  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraphs  (1),  (2),  (5).  and  (6)  of 
the  definition  of  "landed  cost”  and  by 
adding  a  definition  of  "AFRA”  and 
“Class”  immediately  preceding  "Cost  of 
crude  oil,”  and  “Worldscale”  immediately 
following  “Transactions  between  affili¬ 
ated  entities.” 

§  212.82  Definitions. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"AFRA”  means  the  London  Tanker 
Broker’s  Panel’s  average  freight  rate  as¬ 
sessment. 

"Class”  of  a  vessel  means  the  designa¬ 
tion  of  a  vessel  based  on  its  capacity  in 
deadweight  tons,  according  to  the  sched¬ 
ule  set  forth  by  the  London  Tanker  Bro¬ 
ker's  Panel. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"Landed  cost”  means: 

(1)  For  purposes  of  covered  product* 
other  than  crude  oil,  both  purchased  and 
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shipped  pursuant  to  arms-length  trans¬ 
actions,  the  purchase  price  at  the  point 
of  origin  plus  the  actual  transportation 
cost,  plus  import  fees  and  duties  in¬ 
curred. 

(2)  For  purposes  of  covered  products 
other  than  crude  oil,  purchased  in  an 
arms-length  transaction  and  shipped 
pursuant  to  a  transaction  between  affili¬ 
ated  entities,  the  purchase  price  at  the 
point  of  origin  plus  the  transportation 
cost  computed  by  use  of  the  cutomary 
accounting  procedures  generally  accept¬ 
ed  and  consistently  and  historically  ap¬ 
plied  by  the  firm  concerned,  plus  import 
fees  and  duties  incurred. 

•  *  •  *  • 

(5)  For  purposes  of  crude  oil  pur¬ 
chased  in  an  arms-length  transaction  or 
satisfying  the  conditions  of  5  212.84(g), 
the  purchase  price  (or  the  cost  for  crude 
oil  satisfying  the  conditions  of  §  212.84 
(g) )  plus  the  cost  of  transportation  (if 
any)  computed  pursuant  to  §  212.85,  from 
the  point  of  delivery  to  the  refiner  or  its 
affiliated  entities  to  the  U.S.  port  of  entry 
(or  the  actual  cost  of  transportation  to 
the  U.S.  border  in  the  case  of  crude  oil 
not  transported  by  sea) ,  plus  the  cost  of 
domestic  transportation,  plus  import  fees 
and  duties  incurred. 

(6)  For  purposes  of  crude  oil  purchased 
in  a  transaction  between  affiliated  enti¬ 
ties,  other  than  crude  oil  satisfying  the 
conditions  of  5  212.84(g),  the  cost  of 
crude  oil  f  .o.b.  the  port  of  loading  in  the 
country  of  origin  computed  pursuant  to 
5  212.84  plus  the  cost  of  transportation 
computed  pursuant  to  9  212.85,  from  the 
port  of  loading  in  the  country  of  origin 
to  the  U.S.  port  of  entry  (or  the  actual 
cost  of  transportation  to  the  U.S.  border 
In  the  case  of  crude  oil  not  transported 
by  sea) ,  plus  the  cost  of  domestic  trans¬ 
portation,  plus  import  fees  and  duties  in¬ 
curred.  Crude  oil  purchases  which  would 
satisfy  5  212.84(g)  except  for  the  fact 
that  the  firm  or  its  affiliated  entities  lift 
equity  crude  oil  or  otherwise  receive 
crude  oil  on  a  preferential  basis  from  the 
country  of  origin  of  that  crude  oil,  if  de¬ 
livered  to  a  firm  or  its  affiliated  entities 
at  any  location  other  than  the  country 
of  origin,  shall  be  treated  as  though  the 
crude  oil  has  been  shipped  to  the  U.S. 
port  of  entry  from  the  port  of  the  coun¬ 
try  of  origin  of  the  crude  oil,  on  the  route 
and  in  the  class  of  vessels  most  commonly 
used  by  the  firm  and  its  affiliated  entities 
for  shipments  between  the  country  of  ori¬ 
gin  and  the  U.S.  port. 

*  •  •  •  • 

“Worldscale”  means  the  Worldwide 
Tanker  Nominal  Freight  Scale,  jointly 
sponsored  and  issued  by  the  Association 
of  Ship  Brokers  and  Agents  (Worldscale) 
Inc.  and  the  International  Tanker  Nomi¬ 
nal  Freight  Scale  Association  Limited. 

§  212.83  [Amended] 

2.  Section  212.83  is  amended  in  the  last 
sentence  of  paragraph  (b)  thereof  by  re¬ 
moving  the  period  [.]  and  adding  the 
words  “according  to  the  procedures  es¬ 
tablished  in  this  section,  §  212.84  and 
5  212.85". 

3.  Section  212.84  is  amended  in  para¬ 
graph  (  0,  and  paragraph  (e)(3)  and 
paragraph  (e)  (6)  (i)  to  read  as  follows: 


§212.84  Disallowance  of  cost. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(c)  Cost  of  crude  oil.  Except  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  paragraph  (g)  of  this  section, 
the  cost  of  crude  oil  allowed  in  transac¬ 
tions  between  affiliated  entities  shall  be 
equal  to  the  price  which  would  prevail 
if  the  affiliated  entities  consistently  and 
continuously  dealt  with  each  other  at 
arms-length.  A  refiner  purchasing  crude 
oil  from  an  affiliated  entity  shall  initially 
set  the  cost  of  crude  oil  at  the  f  .o.b.  price 
at  the  port  of  loading  in  the  country  of 
origin  which  is  representative  of  those 
prices  prevailing  in  arms-length  trans¬ 
actions  according  to  the  best  information 
available  to  the  refiner. 

***** 

(e)  *  *  * 

(3)  In  determining  the  representative 
and  maximum  prices  for  a  reference 
crude  oil,  FEA  will  consider  all  transac¬ 
tions  reported  to  FEA  for  the  reference 
and  related  crude  oils  loaded  during  the 
month  of  measurement,  except  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  paragraph  (e)  (4)  of  this  section. 
For  purposes  of  determining  representa¬ 
tives  and  maximum  prices  for  a  reference 
crude  oil,  the  prices  of  a  related  crude 
oil  shall  be  adjusted  to  the  equivalent 
price  of  the  related  reference  crude  oil 
on  the  basis  of  the  difference  in  the 
posted  prices,  tax-reference  prices  or 
other  official  selling  prices,  as  established 
by  the  host  government  for  those  two 
crude  oils.  For  delivered  sales,  the  price 
shall  be  adjusted  to  an  f.o.b.  price  at  the 
port  of  loading  in  the  country  of  origin  by 
subtracting  the  imputed  cost  of  transpor¬ 
tation  calculated  as  provided  in  5  212.85 
(d)(1)  (the  reference  loading  date  being 
the  month  of  purchase  and  the  vessel 
class  being  LR-1) ;  provided  that  if  the 
sales  contract  stipulates  the  actual  trans¬ 
portation  cost,  that  cost  shall  be  used 
for  adjustment  purposes. 

•  •  •  •  * 

(6)  •  •  * 

(i)  The  transportation  adjustment 
shall  be  equal  to  the  difference  in  the  cost 
of  shipping  from  the  points  of  loading  to 
the  appropriate  points  of  landing,  cal¬ 
culated  in  accordance  with  9  212.85(d) 
(1)  with  the  reference  loading  date  being 
the  month  for  which  the  adjustment  is 
made,  and  the  vessel  class  being  LR-1. 

•  *  •  •  • 

4.  Part  212  is  amended  by  adding  a  new 
5  212.85  to  read  as  follows: 

§  212.85  Transportation  costs. 

(a)  Purpose  and  scope.  This  section 
prescribes  the  standards  which  refiners 
shall  use  to  establish  the  cost  of  trans¬ 
portation  by  sea  to  the  United  States  of 
imported  crude  oil,  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  the  landed  cost  of  that  crude 
oil. 

(b>  Selection  of  method.  For  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  this  section,  a  firm  shall  utilize 
either  the  net  cost  method  specified  in 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section,  or  the 
AFRA  method  specified  in  paragraph 
(d)  of  this  section,  depending  on  that 
firm’s  historical  accounting  procedures 
for  the  determination  of  its  crude-oil 
transportation  costs.  A  firm  shall  utilize 


the  net-cost  method  if  those  procedures 
have  been  based  predominantly  on  ac¬ 
tual  costs;  it  shall  utilize  the  AFRA 
method  if  they  have  been  based  pre¬ 
dominantly  on  a  nominal-cost  approach 
such  as  AFRA -Worldscale.  Each  report¬ 
ing  firm  shall  notify  FEA  within  30  days 
of  the  effective  date  of  this  regulation  as 
to  which  method  these  regulations  re¬ 
quire  it  to  utilize.  Within  90  days  from 
the  effective  date  of  this  regulation,  a 
firm  may  request  permission  to  make  a 
one-time-only  change  from  one  method 
to  the  other.  FEA  will  allow  that  change 
if,  in  its  opinion,  the  method  then 
adopted  would  more  accurately  reflect 
the  firm’s  long-term  costs  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  crude  oil. 

(c)  The  net-cost  method.  (1)  A  firm 
using  the  net  cost  method  for  determina¬ 
tion  of  its  transportation  costs  shall 
establish  its  net  transportation  cost  by 
subtracting  from  its  gross  transportation 
cost  the  sum  of : 

(i)  Any  ihcome  received  by  the  firm 
(including  its  affiliates)  from  unaffiliated 
entities  for  the  use  of  vessels  whose  costs 
are  included  in  the  total  allowed  trans¬ 
portation  costs,  plus  (ii)  The  product  of 
that  firm’s  cost  per  ton-mile  for  the  fiscal 
year,  determined  according  to  paragraph 
(b)  (3)  of  this  section,  times  the  total 
ton-miles  of  shipping  during  the  fiscal 
year  which  does  not  produce  income 
from  unaffiliated  companies,  does  not  in¬ 
volve  crude  oil  imported  into  the  United 
States,  and  uses  vessels  whose  costs  are 
included  in  its  gross  transportation  cost. 
Transportation  costs  shall  be  allocated 
to  particular  shipments  according  to 
paragraph  (c)  (3)  of  this  section.  A  firm’s 
gross  transportation  cost  shall  consist  of 
allowed  transportation  costs,  determined 
according  to  paragraph  (c)  (2)  of  this 
section,  relating  to  all  vessels  used  in 
whole  or  in  part  by  the  firm  for  shipment 
of  crude  oil  to  the  United  States.  Over¬ 
head  costs  and  the  cost  of  land-based 
personnel  may  not  be  included  in  the 
gross  transportation  cost. 

(2>(i)  Allowed  transportation  costs 
relating  to  a  particular  vessel  shall  be 
calculated  in  a  manner  dependent  on 
whether  the  ownership  status  of  the  ves¬ 
sel  is  “equity”  status  or  “charter”  status. 
A  vessel  has  equity  status  if  it  is  owned 
by  the  firm  or  an  affiliated  entity,  or 
leased  by  the  firm  or  an  affiliated  entity 
under  terms  of  a  lease  In  which  title 
reverts  to  the  firm  or  an  affiliated  entity 
at  the  end  of  the  lease  period  without 
additional  payment,  or  upon  the  addi¬ 
tional  payment  of  a  sum  which  does  not 
approximate  the  then-current  market 
value  of  the  vessel.  A  vessel  has  charter 
status  if  it  does  not  have  equity  status. 

(ii)  Allowed  transportation  costs  re¬ 
lating  to  an  equity-status  vessel  shall  be 
the  sum  of  the  annual-hire  rate  derived 
from  the  AFRA  value  effective  for  the 
month  the  vessel  first  went  into  service 
for  the  firm  or  an  affiliated  entity,  plus 
actual  payments  made  by  the  firm  or 
an  affiliated  entity  to  unafflliated  en¬ 
tities  for  the  use  of  that  vessel  for  goods 
and  services  not  normally  provided  to 
a  charterer  under  the  terms  of  an  in¬ 
ternational  tanker  time  charter  party 
agreement. 
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(iii)  Allowed  transportation  costs  for 
a  charter-status  vessel  shall  be  the  sum 
of  all  payments  made  by  the  firm  or  an 
affiliated  entity  to  unaffiliated  entities 
for  the  use  of  the  vessel. 

(3)  Allocation  of  transportation  costs 
to  a  shipment  of  crude  oil  shall  be  deter¬ 
mined  as  the  product  of  the  number  of 
ton-miles  of  crude  oil  transported  in 
that  shipment  times  that  firm’s  “cost  per 
ton-mile”  (CTM)  estimate  for  that 
month.  The  CTM  estimate  of  a  firm  for 
a  given  month  shall  be  the  ratio  of : 

(i)  The  firm’s  best  estimate  of  its  net 
transportation  cost  for  the  fiscal  year, 
minus  the  transportation  costs  the  firm 
has  allocated  to  shipping  for  all  previous 
months  of  the  fiscal  year,  to: 

(ii)  The  firm's  best  estimate  of  its 
total  shipping  quantity  in  ton-miles  for 
the  fiscal  year  using  vessels  whose  costs 
are  included  in  that  firm’s  gross  trans¬ 
portation  cost,  minus  the  number  of  ton- 
miles  of  such  shipping  for  which  the  firm 
has  allocated  costs  in  all  previous  months 
of  the  fiscal  year.  Upon  determination 
of  its  actual  net  transportation  cost  for 
a  fiscal  year,  but  not  later  than  120  days 
beyond  the  end  of  that  fiscal  year,  each 
firm  shall  report  as  an  adjustment  to  its 
cost  the  difference  between  the  actual 
value  of  its  net  transportation  cost  for 
that  fiscal  year  and  the  total  transporta¬ 
tion  costs  allocated  by  the  firm  for  the 
fiscal  year.  The  ratio  of  the  firm’s  net 
transportation  costs  for  a  fiscal  year  to 
the  total  amount  of  that  firm’s  shipping 
in  ton-miles  for  that  fiscal  year,  is  that 
firm’s  CTM  for  that  fiscal  year. 

( 4)  Firms  may  request  approval  to  use 
their  customary  accounting  procedures 
in  lieu  of  those  specified  in  paragraph 
(c)  (2)  or  (c)  (3)  of  this  section,  provided 
that  those  procedures  are  otherwise  con¬ 
sistent  writh  this  section  and  are  gen¬ 
erally  accepted  and  have  been  consist¬ 
ently  and  historically  applied.  FEA  will 
grant  approval  for  such  use  to  the  extent 
it  finds  that  such  use : 

(i)  Does  not  materially  differ  in  result 
from  those  prescribed  in  paragraph  (c) 
(2)  or  (c)  (3)  of  this  section,  or  (ii) 
Adequately  reflects  long-run  transporta¬ 
tion  costs.  Firms  may  retain  their  cur¬ 
rent  accounting  procedures  for  90  days 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  regula¬ 
tion.  Applications  pursuant  to  this  para¬ 
graph  should  set  out  in  detail  the 
accounting  procedures  used,  and  to  the 
extent  possible  should  include  a  com¬ 
parison  of  the  cost  of  transportation 
calculated  using  such  procedures  and 
those  prescribed  by  FEA.  Applications 
should  also  be  accompanied  by  an 
opinion  from  the  firm’s  independent 
auditors  that  such  procedures  are  gen¬ 
erally  accepted  and  have  been  consist¬ 
ently  applied  by  the  firm,  and  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Deputy  Assistant  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Operations,  Office  of 
Regulatory  Programs  of  FEA. 

(d)  The  AFRA  method.  A  firm  using 
the  AFRA  method  for  determination  of 
its  transportation  costs  shall  establish  as 
its  cost  for  the  shipment  of  crude  oil  be¬ 
tween  two  ports  in  a  particular  vessel, 
given  either  a  reference  or  actual  load¬ 


ing  date  and  class  of  the  vessel,  the  sum 
of: 

(1)  The  product  of  the  AFRA  factor 
applicable  to  that  loading  date  and  that 
class  of  vessel  times  the  Worldscale  rate 
between  the  two  ports, 

(2)  Actual  demurrage,  calculated  ac¬ 
cording  to  the  terms  of  standard  inter¬ 
national  tanker  voyage  charter  party 
agreements,  or  a  credit  for  laytime  al¬ 
lowed  according  to  such  terms  but  not 
actually  used,  and 

•  3)  Actual  lightering  and  tranship¬ 
ment  costs.  The  Worldscale  value  to  be 
used  for  shipments  in  which  a  particular 
vessel  loads  and/or  unloads  at  more  than 
one  port  shall  be  the  multiport 'World¬ 
scale  value  for  that  combination  of  ports, 
if  it  is  listed;  if  not,  the  value  to  be  used 
shall  be  calculated  in  a  manner  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  calculation  of  World¬ 
scale  multi-port  values.  Allocation  of 
costs  for  multi-port  deliveries  shall  be 
on  a  ton -mile  basis.  Transportation  costs 
for  shipments  in  which  more  than  one 
vessel  is  used  shall  be  the  sum  of  the 
costs  of  transportation  in  each  vessel 
used. 
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PRESIDENT’S  COMMISSION  ON 
PERSONNEL  INTERCHANGE 

[  1CFR  Part  440] 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
Proposed  Implementation 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Part  440 
of  Title  1  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations  is  proposed  to  be  added  as  set 
forth  below. 

The  proposed  addition  implements  5 
U.S.C.  552a *  f )  by  setting  forth  rules  and 
procedures  for  notification  of  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  records,  obtaining  copies  of  rec¬ 
ords  and  correction  of  records  under  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974. 

Public  Comment  is  invited  on  these 
proposed  regulations  and  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  the  Commission  if  received  no 
later  than  September  27, 1976.  Comments 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  to  the 
Executive  Director,  President’s  Commis¬ 
sion  on  Personnel  Interchange,  Room 
1316,  1900  E  Street  NW,  Washington, 
DC.  20415.  Notwithstanding  the  fore¬ 
going,  these  regulations  are  proposed 
to  become  effective  on  October  25,  1976, 
and  shall  remain  in  effect  until  and  un¬ 
less  revised  by  the  Commission. 

PART  440— PRESIDENT’S  COMMISSION 
ON  PERSONNEL  INTERCHANGE 

Sec. 

440.1  Purpose  and  scope. 

440.2  Procedures  for  notification  of  exist¬ 

ence  of  records  pertaining  to  In¬ 
dividuals. 

440  3  Procedure  for  requests  for  access  to 
or  disclosure  of  records  pertaining 
to  individuals. 

440.4  Correction  of  records. 

440.5  Disclosure  of  records  to  agencies  or 

persons  other  than  the  individual 
to  whom  the  record  pertains. 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  552a(f) 


§  440.1  Purpose  and  scope. 

This  part  sets  forth  the  President’s 
Commission  on  Personnel  Interchange 
procedures  under  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974 
as  required  by  5  U.S.C.  552a(f).  Infor¬ 
mation  to  applicants  regarding  the  im¬ 
plementation  of  this  Act  Is  contained  in 
the  Commission’s  Nominee’s  Biograph¬ 
ical  Form. 

§  440.2  Procedures  for  notification  of 
existence  of  records  pertaining  to  in¬ 
dividuals. 

fa)  The  system  of  records,  as  defined 
in  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974,  maintained 
by  the  President’s  Commission  on  Per¬ 
sonnel  Interchange  is  listed  annually 
in  the  Federal  Register  as  required  by 
that  Act.  Any  person  who  wishes  to  know 
whether  a  system  of  records  contains  a 
record  pertaining  to  him  or  her  may 
either  appear  in  person  at  Room  1316. 
1900  E  Street,  NW.,  on  work  days  be¬ 
tween  the  hours  of  8:30  am.  and 
4:30  p.m.  or  may  write  to  the  President’s 
Commission  on  Personnel  Interchange. 
Assistant  Director  for  Administration, 
Washington,  D.C.  20415  (Phone  632- 
6834).  It  is  recommended  that  requests 
be  made  in  writing. 

<b)  Requests  for  notification  of  the 
existence  of  a  record  should  state,  if  the 
requester  is  other  than  the  individual 
to  whom  the  record  pertains,  the  rela¬ 
tionship  of  the  requester  to  that  individ¬ 
ual. 

Note. — That  requests  will  not  be  honored 
by  the  Commission  pursuant  to  the  Privacy 
Act  unless  made  (1)  by  the  Individual  to 
whom  the  record  pertains  or  with  his  written 
consent;  or,  (2)  by  such  Individual’s  legal 
guardian  if  the  individual  has  been  declared 
to  be  incompetent  due  to  physical  or  mental 
incapacity  or  age  by  a  court  of  competent 
Jurisdiction. 

(c)  The  Commission  will  acknowledge 
requests  for  the  existence  of  records 
within  10  working  days  from  the  time  it 
receives  the  request  and  will  normally 
notify  the  requester  of  the  existence  or 
non-existence  of  records  within  30  work¬ 
ing  days  from  receipt  of  request. 

(d)  For  purposes  of  identity  verifica¬ 
tion,  individuals  who  wish  to  know 
whether  a  specific  system  of  records  per¬ 
tains  to  them  must  furnish  their  (1)  full 
name;  and  (2)  date  of  birth. 

§  440.3  Procedure  for  request*  for  Re¬ 
cess  to  or  disclosure  of  records  per¬ 
taining  to  individuals. 

<a)  Any  person  may  request  review  of 
records  pertaining  to  him  by  appearing 
at  Room  1316, 1900  E  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. -20415  on  work  days  between 
the  hours  of  8:30  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.  or 
by  writing  to  the  Commission  on  Per¬ 
sonnel  Interchange,  Assistant  Director 
for  Administration,  Washington,  D.C. 
20415.  (See  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section 
for  identification  requirements.)  The 
Commission  will  strive  either  to  make  the 
record  available  within  15  working  days 
of  the  request  or  to  inform  the  requester 
of  the  need  for  additional  identification. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  persons  making  re¬ 
quests  by  appearing  at  the  Commission, 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOl.  41,  NO.  1 72— THURSDAY,  SEPTEMAER  2,  1474 


PROPOSED  RULES 


37135 


reasonable  identification  such  as  employ¬ 
ment  identification  cards,  drivers  li¬ 
censes,  or  credit  cards  will  normally  be 
accepted  as  sufficient  evidence  of  identity 
in  the  absence  of  any  indications  to  the 
contrary. 

(c)  Charges  for  copies  of  records  will 
be  at  the  rate  of  $0.10  per  photocopy  of 
each  page.  No  charge  will  be  made  un¬ 
less  the  charges  as  computed  above  would 
exceed  $3  for  each  request  or  related 
series  of  requests.  If  a  fee  in  excess  of  $25 
would  be  required,  the  requester  shall  be 
notified  and  the  fee  must  be  tendered  be¬ 
fore  the  records  will  be  copied.  Remit¬ 
tance  shall  be  in  the  form  either  of  a  per¬ 
sonal  check  or  bank  draft  drawn  on  a 
bank  in  the  United  States  or  a  money 
order.  Remittances  shall  be  made  pay¬ 
able  to  the  order  of  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  and  mailed  or  delivered  to 
the  Assistant  Director  for  Administra¬ 
tion,  President’s  Commission  on  Person¬ 
nel  Interchange,  Washington,  D.C.  20415. 

(d)  Individuals  will  not  be  denied  ac¬ 
cess  to  records  pertaining  to  them. 

§  440.4  Correction  of  records. 

(a)  An  individual  may  request  that  a 
record  or  records  pertaining  to  him  or  her 
be  amended  or  corrected.  Such  requests 
shall  be  submitted  in  writing  to  the  As¬ 
sistant  Director  for  Administration  at 
the  Commission’s  business  address. 

(b)  The  signature  of  the  requester  will 
be  sufficient  identification  for  requesting 
correction  of  records. 

(c )  A  request  for  amendment  shall  con¬ 
tain  an  exact  description  of  the  item  or 
items  sought  to  be  amended  and  specific 
reasons  for  the  requested  amendment  as 
well  as  the  individual’s  birthdate  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  verification  of  records. 

(d)  Within  10  working  days  after  re¬ 
ceipt  of  a  request  to  amend  a  record,  the 
Assistant  Director  for  Administration 
shall  transmit  to  the  requester  a  written 
acknowledgment  of  receipt  of  request.  No 
acknowledgement  is  required  if  the  re¬ 
quest  can  be  reviewed  and  processed  with 
notification  to  the  individual  of  compli¬ 
ance  or  denial  within  the  ten-day  period. 
A  requester  will  be  notified  within  30 
days  whether  or  not  his  or  her  request 
has  been  granted. 


(e)  If  the  Assistant  Director  deter¬ 
mines  that  the  requested  amendment  is 
appropriate  to  insure  that  the  record  is : 

(1)  Relevant  and  necessary  to  accom¬ 
plish  the  purposes  for  which  the  records 
were  collected;  and 

(2)  As  accurate,  timely,  and  complete 
as  is  reasonably  necessary  to  assure  fair¬ 
ness  to  the  requester,  the  Assistant  Direc¬ 
tor  shall: 

(i)  Change  the  record  accordingly; 

(ii)  Advise  the  requester  that  the 
change  has  been  made,  thirty  days  from 
receipt  of  written  request; 

(iii>  After  an  accounting  of  disclosures 
has  been  kept  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552a 
(c) ,  advise  all  previous  recipients  of  the 
record  who,  the  Commission  believes,  still 
retain  a  copy  thereof  of  the  fact  that  the 
amendment  was  made  and  the  substanc* 
of  the  amendment. 

(f)  If,  after  review  of  the  record,  the 
Assistant  Director  determines  that  the 
requested  amendment  is  not  in  confor¬ 
mity  with  the  requirements  of  the  Act, 
he  or  she  shall: 

(1)  Advise  the  requester  in  writing 
within  thirty  days  of  written  request  of 
such  determination  together  with  spe¬ 
cific  reasons  therefor;  and 

(2)  Inform  the  requester  that  further 
review  of  the  request  by  the  Executive 
Director  of  the  Commission  is  available 
if  a  written  request  therefor  is  made 
within  30  days  after  the  date  of  denial. 

<g>  Within  30  working  days  of  receipt 
of  a  written  request  for  review  pursuant 
to  §  440.4<'f )  (2)  the  Executive  Director 
shall  make  an  independent  review  of  the 
record,  using  the  criteria  of  §  440.4(e) 
(1)  and  (2).  . 

(1)  If  the  Executive  Director  deter¬ 
mines  that  the  record  should  be  amended 
in  accordance  with  the  request,  the  As¬ 
sistant  Director  for  Administration  shall 
take  the  actions  listed  in  §  440.4(e)  (2) 
(i),  (ii),  and  (iii) . 

(2)  If  the  Executive  Director,  after  in¬ 
dependent  review,  determines  that  the 
record  should  not  be  amended  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  request,  the  Assistant  Di¬ 
rector  shall  advise  the  requester: 

(i)  Of  the  determination  and  the  rea¬ 
sons  therefor;  ' 


(ii)  Of  his  or  her  right  to  file  with  the 
Assistant  Director  a  concise  statement  of 
his  or  her  reasons  for  disagreeing  with 
the  refusal  to  amend  the  record; 

(iii)  That  the  record  will  be  annotated 
to  indicate  to  anyone  subsequently  hav¬ 
ing  access  to  it  that  a  statement  of  dis¬ 
agreement  has  been  filed,  and  that  the 
statement  will  be  made  available  to  any¬ 
one  to  whom  the  record  is  disclosed; 

(iv)  That  the  Executive  Director  and 
the  Assistant  Director  for  Administra¬ 
tion  may,  in  their  discretion,  include  a 
brief  summary  of  their  reasons  for  re¬ 
fusing  to  amend  the  record  whenever 
such  disclosure  is  made: 

(v)  That  any  prior  recipients  of  this 
disputed  record,  who,  the  Commission  be¬ 
lieves  still  retain  a  copy  thereof,  will  be 
sent  a  copy  of  the  statement  of  disagree¬ 
ment,  after  an  accounting  of  disclosures 
has  been  kept  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552a 
(c); 

(vi)  Of  his  or  her  right  to  seek  judicial 
review  of  the  refusal  to  amend  the  rec¬ 
ord,  pursuant  to  5  U.S.'C.  552a(g)  (1)  (A). 

§  440.5  Disclosure  of  records  to  agen¬ 
cies  or  persons  other  than  the  indi¬ 
vidual  to  Mliom  the  record  pertains. 

Records  subject  to  the  Privacy  Act  that 
are  requested  by  any  person  other  than 
the  individual  to  whom  they  pertain  will 
not  be  made  available  except  under  the 
following  circumstances: 

(a)  Records  may  be  circulated  to  ap¬ 
propriate  officials  and  organiaztions  in¬ 
cident  to  placing  nominees  in  Executive 
Interchange  assignments  and  to  carry 
out  the  responsibilities  and  functions  of 
the  Executive  Interchange  program. 

(b)  An  accounting  of  the  date,  nature, 
and  purpose  of  each  disclosure  of  a  record 
as  well  as  the  name  and  address  of  the 
person  and  agency  to  whom  the  disclos¬ 
ure  was  made  will  be  indicated  on  the 
record.  This  accounting  is  available  to 
the  individual  to  whom  the  records  per¬ 
tain  on  written  request  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 

For  President’s  Commission  on  Per¬ 
sonnel  Interchange. 

Jay  F.  Morris, 
Executive  Director. 

[FR  Doc.76-25627  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
AUTOMOBILE  BODY  DIES  FROM  JAPAN 

Tentative  Discontinuance  of  Antidumping 
Investigation 

Information  was  received  on  Janu¬ 
ary  21,  1976,  from  counsel  acting  on 
behalf  of  the  National  Tool,  Die  and 
Precision  Machining  Association,  of 
Washington,  D.C.,  alleging  that  automo¬ 
bile  body  dies  from  Japan  were  being 
sold  at  less  than  fair  value,  thereby  caus¬ 
ing  injury  to,  or  likelihood  of  injury  to. 
or  the  prevention  of  the  establishment 
of  an  industry  in  the  United  States, 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Antidumping 
Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  160 
et  seq.)  (referred  to  in  this  notice  as 
“the  Act”) .  On  the  basis  of  this  informa¬ 
tion  and  subsequent  preliminary  investi¬ 
gation  by  the  Customs  Service,  an  “Anti¬ 
dumping  Proceeding  Notice”  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Febru¬ 
ary  26,  1976  (41  FR  8400). 

Tentative  Discontinuance 

On  the  basis  of  the  information  de¬ 
veloped  in  Customs’  investigation  and 
for  the  reasons  noted  below,  pursuant  to 
section  201(b)  of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  160 
(b) ) ,  I  hereby  determine  that  the  anti¬ 
dumping  investigation  concerning  auto¬ 
mobile  body  dies  from  Japan  should  be 
tentatively  discontinued. 

Statement  of  Reasons  on  Which  This 
Determination  Is  Based 

The  reasons  and  bases  for  the  above 
tentative  determination  are  as  follows: 

a.  Scope  of  the  Investigation.  It  ap¬ 
pears  that  approximately  78  percent  of 
all  imports  of  the  subject  merchandise 
from  Japan  were  manufactured  by 
Ogihara  Iron  Works  Company,  Ltd., 
Ohta  City,  Japan.  Therefore,  the  inves¬ 
tigation  was  limited  to  this  manufac¬ 
turer. 

b.  Basis  of  Comparison.  For  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  considering  whether  the  mer¬ 
chandise  in  question  is  being,  or  is  likely 
to  be,  sold  at  less  than  fair  value  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Act,  the  proper  basis 
of  comparison  appears  to  be  between 
purchase  price  and  the  constructed  value 
of  the  imported  merchandise.  Purchase 
price  as  defined  in  section  203  of  the  Act 
(19  U.S.C.  162) ,  was  used  since  all  export 
sales  appear  to  be  made  to  an  unrelated 
United  States  purchaser.  Constructed 
value,  as  defined  in  section  206  of  the  Act 
(19  U.S.C.  165),  was  used  since  there 
appear  to  be  no  sales  of  such  or  similar 
merchandise  in  the  home  market  or  to 
third  countries. 


In  accordance  with  §  153.31(b),  Cus¬ 
toms  Regulations  (19  CFR  153.31(b)), 
pricing  information  was  obtained  con¬ 
cerning  sales  to  the  United  States  of 
automobile  body  dies  from  Japan  during 
the  8-month  period  August  1,  1975, 
through  March  31,  1976,  as  well  as  ap¬ 
propriate  constructed  value  information. 

c.  Purchase  Price.  For  the  purposes  of 
this  tentative  determination,  adjust¬ 
ments  have  been  made  on  the  following 
bases.  In  the  import  transactions,  all  of 
the  merchandise  was  purchased  or  agreed 
to  be  purchased,  prior  to  the  time  of  ex¬ 
portation,  by  the  person  by  whom  or  for 
whose  account  it  was  imported,  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Act.  The  purchase 
price  has  been  calculated  on  the  basis 
of  the  packed,  c.i.f.,  U.S.  delivered  price, 
to  an  unrelated  U.S.  purchaser.  Pending 
receipt  and  verification  of  additional 
data  related  to  transportation,  insur¬ 
ance,  brokerage,  and  commission  ex¬ 
penses,  deductions  have  been  made  for 
Japanese  inland  freight,  ocean  freight, 
insurance,  U.S.  duty  and  brokerage  fees, 
U.S.  inland  freight,  handling,  aito  com¬ 
missions  paid  to  the  U.S.  sales  agent,  as 
claimed  by  counsel  for  Ogihara  Iron 
Works  Co.,  Ltd. 

d.  Constructed  Value.  For  the  purposes 
of  this  tentative  determination,  con¬ 
structed  value  has  been  calculated  on 
the  basis  of  the  sum  of  the  cost  of  mate¬ 
rials  and  of  fabrication  of  the  merchan¬ 
dise.  an  amount  for  general  expenses  and 
profit  related  to  the  manufacture  and 
sale  of  merchandise  of  the  same  general 
class  or  kind  as  the  merchandise  under 
consideration,  and  the  cost  of  all  con¬ 
tainers  and  coverings  used  to  pack  the 
merchandise  ready  for  shipment  to  the 
United  States. 

e.  Results  of  Fair  Value  Comparisons. 
Using  the  above  criteria,  the  comparisons 
made  on  100  percent  of  the  sales  of  the 
subject  merchandise  to  the  United  States 
by  Ogihara  Iron  Works  Co.,  Ltd.,  during 
the  representative  period,  indicate  that, 
in  some  instances,  purchase  price  prob¬ 
ably  will  be  less  than  the  constructed 
value  of  the  imported  merchandise.  How¬ 
ever,  these  margins  amounted  to  roughly 
0.5  of  one  percent  when  weighted  over 
100  percent  of  sales  and  these  have  been 
determined  to  be  minimal  in  terms  of 
the  volume  of  sales  involved.  In  addition, 
formal  assurances  have  been  received 
from  counsel  acting  on  behalf  of  Ogihara 
Iron  Works  Co.,  Ltd.,  that  Ogihara  will 
make  no  future  sales  at  less  than  fair 
value  within  the  meaning  of  the  Act. 

Accordingly,  the  antidumping  inves¬ 
tigation  of  automobile  body  dies  from 
Japan  is  being  tentatively  discontinued 
in  accordance  with  section  201(b)  (1)  (C) 


of  the  Act  (19  U.S.C.  160(b)  (1)  (C) ) ,  and 
§  153.33(a)  (1),  Customs  Regulations  (19 
CFR  153.33(a)(1)). 

In  accordance  with  §§  153.33(b)  and 
153.40,  Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR 
153.33(b),  153.40),  interested  persons 
may  present  written  views  or  arguments, 
or  request  in  writing  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  afford  an  opportunity  to 
present  oral  views. 

Any  request  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  afford  an  opportunity  to  pre¬ 
sent  oral  views  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  1301  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20229,  in  time  to  be  received  by  his  of¬ 
fice  on  or  before  September  13,  1976. 
Such  request  must  be  accompanied  by 
a  statement  outlining  the  issues  wished 
to  be  discussed. 

Any  written  views  or  arguments  should 
also  be  addressed  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Customs  in  time  to  be  received  by  his 
office  on  or  before  October  4, 1976. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
§  153.33(b),  Customs  Regulations  <19 
CFR  153.33(b)). 

David  R.  Macdonald, 
Assistant  Secretary  of 

the  Treasury. 

August  27,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-25684  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am[ 


[Treasury  Dept.  Order  No.  191-3  (Rev.)  ] 

DEPUTY  ASSISTANT  SECRETARY 
(OPERATIONS)  ET  AL. 

Order  of  Succession  of  Officials  Authorized 

To  Act  as  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 

Treasury  (Enforcement,  Operations  and 

Tariff  Affairs) 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me 
by  Treasury  Department  Order  No.  190, 
Revision  11  (41  FR  20198),  the  following 
officials  of  the  office  of  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  (Enforcement,  Operations  and 
Tariff  Affairs)  in  the  order  of  succession 
enumerated  herein  are  hereby  authorized 
and  directed  to  act  as  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  (Enforcement,  Operations  and  Tar¬ 
iff  Affairs)  and  to  perform  all  of  the 
functions  of  that  office  consistent  with 
Treasury  Department  Order  No.  190,  dur¬ 
ing  the  absence  or  disability  of  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  or  when  there  is  a  va¬ 
cancy  in  that  office: 

1.  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  (Opera¬ 
tions)  . 

2.  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  (Tariff  Af¬ 
fairs). 

3.  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  (Enforce¬ 
ment). 

In  the  absence  or  disability  of  both  the 
Assistant  Secretary  (Enforcement,  Op- 
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era  lions  and  Tariff  Affairs)  and  the  De¬ 
puty  Assistant  Secretary  (Operations), 
the  following  officials  are  authorized  to 
perform  any  function  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  is  authorized  to  perform.  Each  of 
these  officials  shall  perform  functions 
under  this  authority  in  his  own  capacity 
and  under  his  own  title.  Each  of  these 
officials  will  ordinarily  perform  under 
this  authority  only  functions  which  arise 
out  of,  relate  to,  or  concern  the  activities 
or  functions  of,  or  the  laws  administered 
by  or  relating  to.  organizational  units 
over  which  he  has  supervision: 

1.  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  (Tariff  Af¬ 
fairs)  . 

2.  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  (Enforce¬ 
ment). 

3.  Director,  Office  of  Operations. 

Treasury  Department  Order  191-3 
(Revised),  dated  January  22,  1974,  des¬ 
ignating  officials  to  act  in  the  absence  of 
the  Assistant  Secretary  (Enforcement, 
Operations  and  Tariff  Affairs)  is  hereby 
revoked. 

Dated:  August  24, 1976. 

David  R.  Macdonald, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  ( Enforcement ,  Op¬ 
erations  and  Tariff  Affairs ». 

1FR  Doc.76-26718  FUed  9-1-76:8:45  am) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Army 

CHIEF  OF  ENGINEERS  ENVIRONMENTAL 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Cancellation  of  Meeting 

The  meeting  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers’ 
Environmental  Advisory  Board  (EAB) 
scheduled  for  September  9,  1976,  has 
been  cancelled.  Notice  of  the  EAB  meet¬ 
ing  appeared  in  the  August  20,  1976  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  page  35201.  The  date 
for  the  rescheduled  meeting  will  be  an¬ 
nounced. 

Dated:  August  27,  1976. 

John  R.  Hill,  Jr., 
LTC,  Corps  of  Engineers,  Assist¬ 
ant  Director  of  Civil  Works, 
Environmental  Programs. 

)FR  Doc.76-25718  FUed  9-1-76:8:45  am) 


Department  of  the  Navy 

JANNAF  COMBUSTION  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)  (2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463),  announcement  is  made 
of  the  following  committee  meeting. 

Name:  JANNAF  Combustion  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee. 

Date:  13-17  September  1976. 

Place:  Ingersol  and  Spanagel  Halls,  Naval 
Postgraduate  School,  Monterey,  California. 
Time:  0830-1900  Monday;  0830-1700  Tuesday 
through  Friday. 

Proposed  Agenda:  13-17  Sept — technical  ses¬ 
sions.  13  Sept  (1700) — business  meetings 
of  the  gun,  motor  design.  Instrumenta¬ 
tion,  workshop,  and  InstabUlty  prediction 
subcommittees.  14,  16,  17  Sept — workshops 


on  flame  stabilization,  acoustic  absorbers, 
and  combustion  Instability  In  smokeless 
rocket  motors.  IB  Sept  (1300) — business 
meeting  of  tbe  Advisory  Committee  to  dis¬ 
cuss  the  achievements  and  future  plans 
of  its  subcommittees. 

Purpose  of  tbe  Meeting:  The  meeting  Is 
held  to  promote  technical  discussions  and 
solutions  of  combustion  dynamic  prob¬ 
lems  within  rocket  motors,  rocket  engines, 
airbreathing  systems,  lasers,  and  guns. 

Attendance  to  the  classified  technical 
sessions  is  restricted  to  those  individuals 
who  possess  a  personal  security  clearance 
of  at  least  Confidential  and  a  certified 
need-to-know  in  the  area  of  chemical 
rocket  propulsion. 

Attendance  to  the  business  meetings 
and  workshops  is  open  to  the  public. 
Public  attendance,  depending  on  avail¬ 
able  space,  may  be  limited  to  those  per¬ 
sons  who  have  notified  the  Advisory 
Committee  chairman  in  writing  at  least 
five  (5)  days  prior  to  the  business  meet¬ 
ings  and/or  workshops  of  their  inten¬ 
tion  to  attend. 

Any  member  of  the  public  may  file  a 
written  statement  with  the  Advisory 
Committee  chairman  before,  during,  or 
after  the  business  meetings  and/or  work¬ 
shops.  To  the  extent  that  time  permits, 
the  chairman  may  allow  public  presenta¬ 
tion  of  oral  statements  at  the  meetings 
and/or  workshops. 

All  communication  regarding  this  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  should  be  addressed  to 
Dr.  Ronald  L.  Derr,  Code  608,  Naval 
Weapons  Center,  China  Lake,  CA  93555. 

R.  L.  Derr, 

Head,  Acrothermochemistry  Division. 
[FR  Doc.76-25632  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

BLACK  DUCK  AND  CANVASBACK/ 

REDHEAD  ENVIRONMENTAL  ASSESS¬ 
MENTS 

Availability 

The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  an¬ 
nounces  that  environmental  assessments 
have  been  prepared  for  the  canvasback 
(Ay  thy  a  valisineria )  and  redhead 
(Aythya  americana )  (one  report)  and 
for  the  black  duck  ( Anas  rubripes) . 
These  statements  supplement  the  infor¬ 
mation  provided  in  the  “Final  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  for  the  Issuance  of 
Annual  Regulations  Permitting  the  Sport 
Hunting  of  Migratory  Birds  (FES  75- 
54)”  issued  in  June  1975  (40  FR  25241; 
June  13,  1975).  Both  assessments  were  to 
be  available  on  August  5,  1976,  the  date 
of  the  Waterfowl  Regulations  Public 
Hearing  according  to  notices  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR  9177; 
March  3,  1976,  and  41  FR  27987;  July  8. 
1976).  Neither  assessment  was  available 
on  schedule  because  data  acquisition 
delays  prevented  an  adequate  review  pe¬ 
riod  prior  to  August  5, 1976. 

Dated:  August 30, 1976. 

George  W.  Milias, 

Acting  Director,  UJS.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service. 

I  FR  Doc  76-25779  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

ANCHORAGE  DISTRICT  ADVISORY 

BOARD 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  An¬ 
chorage  District  Advisory  Board  of  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  will  meet 
at  the  district  office,  4700  East  72nd  Ave¬ 
nue,  Anchorage,  Alaska,  September  17 
and  18,  1976.  Meetings  will  begin  at  8 
a.m.  both  days. 

The  meeting  will  be  devoted  principally 
to  briefing  the  board  on  planning  units 
within  the  Anchorage  District.  The  Fri¬ 
day  session  will  include  a  field  trip  to  the 
Portage  area,  site  of  an  Interagency  co¬ 
operative  project  for  improving  water- 
fowl  habitat.  Members  of  the  public 
wishing  to  participate  in  the  field  trip 
will  be  required  to  furnish  their  own 
transportation. 

Proceedings  of  the  Saturday  session 
will  include  presentations  on;  fire  man¬ 
agement  and  the  State  of  Alaska’s  as¬ 
sumption  of  fire  suppression  responsibil¬ 
ity;  district  board  composition  under  the 
proposed  rechartering;  and  the  status 
of  proposals  to  dedicate  the  Iditarod 
Trail  a  national  historic  trail. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Time  will  be  made  available  at  1  p.m. 
Saturday  for  brief  statements  by  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public.  Those  wishing  to  make 
oral  statements  should  notify  the  district 
manager,  Anchorage  District  Office,  4700 
East  72nd  Avenue,  Anchorage,  Alaska 
99507.  Further  information  concerning 
the  meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Mrs. 
Joette  Storm,  Public  Information  Officer, 
Anchorage  District  Office.  4700  East  72nd 
Avenue,  (907)  344-9661. 

Curtis  V.  McVee. 

State  Director,  Alaska. 

|FR  Doc  76-25651  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


ROCK  SPRINGS  DISTRICT  MULTIPLE  USE 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

August  25,  1976. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  Rock 
Springs  District  Multiple  Use  Advisory 
Board  will  meet  at  9:00  a.m„  October  7, 

1976,  and  at  8:30  a.m.,  October  8,  1976, 
at  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  Dis¬ 
trict  Office,  Rock  Springs,  Wyoming. 

The  agenda  will  include  discussion  of 
proposed  Bureau  regulations  for  off-road 
vehicle  use  and  for  grazing  administra¬ 
tion  and  trespass  on  national  resource 
lands;  discussion  of  the  economic  anal¬ 
ysis  in  the  Sandy  Grazing  Environmental 
Statement;  discussion  of  planning  sys¬ 
tem  information  and  documents  for  the 
Salt  Wells,  Sandy-Pilot  Butte  and 
Pionner  Trails  Planning  Units;  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  Board’s  organization  for 

1977,  and  progress  reports  on  wild  horse 
activities  and  the  grazing  and  coal  en¬ 
vironmental  statements. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Oral  or  written  statements  may  be  sub¬ 
mitted  for  the  Board’s  consideration  dur¬ 
ing  the  afternoon  of  the  first  meeting 
day.  Such  statements  should  be  limited 
to  matters  set  forth  In  the  agenda. 
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Time  limits  for  oral  presentations  may 
be  established  by  the  Chairman  to  ensure 
that  all  may  be  heard  within  the  time 
available  for  such  statements.  Any  inter¬ 
ested  person  or  organization  may  file  a 
written  statement  with  the  Board  for  its 
consideration.  Such  statements  may  be 
submitted  at  the  meeting  or  mailed  to 
the  Board  Chairman,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Box  1869,  Rock  Springs, 
Wyoming  82901. 

Further  information  concerning  the 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  Ronald 
Herdt,  Public  Affairs  Officer,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Box  1869,  Rock 
Springs,  Wyoming  82901.  His  telephone 
is  <307)  362-6613. 

Neil  F.  Morck. 

District  Manager. 

| PR  Doc  76  25662  Piled  9-1-76:8:45  anil 


[M  10419] 

MONTANA 

Partial  Termination  of  Proposed  Withdrawal 
and  Reservation  of  Lands 

August  27,  1976. 

Notice  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  application,  M  10419,  for  with¬ 
drawal  and  reservation  of  lands  for 
highway  construction,  was  published  as 
Federal  Register  Document  No.  68- 
15089  on  pages  18948  and  18949  of  the 
issue  for  December  19,  1968.  The  Depart¬ 
ment  has  canceled  its  application  Insofar 
as  it  affects  the  following  described  land: 

Principal  Meridian,  Montana 
T.  18  N.,  R.  29  W.. 

8ec.  8,  BHSW'a; 

Sec.  4,  Lots  11,  12,  14,  16,  and  19; 

Sec.  10,  Dot  6  and  NW&NB&; 

Sec.  11,  NW«48W%  and  SE%SW^; 

Sec.  13,  S%S%;  and 
Sec.  24,  Lot  16. 

T.  19  N„  R.  30  W., 

Sec.  25,  NEy48E>/4;  and 
Sec.  27,  SE%NE»/4. 

The  areas  described  aggregates  551.70 

acres. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  regulations 
contained  in  43  CFR  2091.2-5<b)  (1)  such 
land  will  be  at  10  am.  on  October  6, 1976, 
relieved  of  the  segregative  effect  of  the 
above-mentioned  application. 

Roland  F.  Lee, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 

| PR  Doc  76-25737  Piled  9-1-76:8:45  ami 


National  Park  Service 

CASTILLO  DE  SAN  MARCOS  NATIONAL 
MONUMENT 

Intention  to  Negotiate  Concession  Permit 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  5 
of  the  Act  of  October  9,  1965,  (79  Stat. 
969;  16  U.S.C.  20) ,  public  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  on  or  before  October  4,  1976, 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  through 
the  Director  of  the  National  Park  Serv¬ 
ice,  proposes  to  negotiate  a  concession 
permit  with  J.  Carver  Harris,  dba  The 
Castillo  Shop,  authorizing  him  to  con- 
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tinue  to  provide  concession  facilities  and 
services  for  the  public  at  Castillo  de  San 
Marcos  National  Monument  for  a  period 
of  five  (5)  years  from  January  1,  1976, 
through  December  31, 1980. 

An  analysis  of  the  environmental  im¬ 
pact  of  this  proposed  action  has  been 
made  and  it  has  been  determined  that  it 
will  not  significantly  affect  the  quality  of 
the  environment,  and  that  it  is  not  a 
major  Federal  action  having  a  signifi¬ 
cant  impact  on  the  environment  under 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969.  The  environmental  analysis  may 
be  reviewed  in  the  Office  of  the  Regional 
Director,  Southeast  Regional  Office,  1895 
Phoenix  Boulevard,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30349. 

The  foregoing  concessioner  has  per¬ 
formed  his  obligations  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Secretary  under  an  existing  per¬ 
mit  which  expires  by  limitation  of  time 
on  December  31,  1979,  and  therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  Act  of  October  9, 1965,  as 
cited  above,  is  entitled  to  be  given  prefer¬ 
ence  in  the  renewal  of  the  permit  and  in 
the  negotiation  of  a  new  permit  to  super¬ 
sede  and  cancel  his  existing  permit.  How¬ 
ever,  the  Secretary  is  also  required  to 
consider  and  evaluate  all  proposals  re¬ 
ceived  as  a  result  of  this  notice.  Any  pro¬ 
posal  to  be  considered  and  evaluated 
must  be  submitted  on  or  before  October  4, 
1976. 

Interested  parties  should  contact  the 
Assistant  Director,  Concessions  Manage¬ 
ment,  National  Park  Service,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20240,  for  information  as  to  the 
requirements  of  the  proposed  permit. 

Dated :  August  26,  1976. 

John  E.  Cook, 
Associate  Director. 

National  Park  Service. 

|FR  Doc.76  25682  Piled  9-1-76:8:45  ami 


INDEPENDENCE  NATIONAL  HISTORICAL 
PARK  ADVISORY  COMMISSION 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
that  a  meeting  of  the  Independence  Na¬ 
tional  Historical  Park  Advisory  Commis¬ 
sion  will  be  held  at  10:30  a.m.  on  October 
5,  1976,  at  313  Walnut  Street,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pennsylvania. 

The  Commission  was  established  by 
Pub.  L.  80-795  to  render  advice  on  such 
matters  relating  to  the  park  as  may  from 
time  to  time  be  referred  to  them  for  con¬ 
sideration. 

The  members  of  the  Commission  are 
as  follows: 

Mr.  Arthur  C.  Kaufmann  (Chairman) . 

Mr.  John  P.  Bracken. 

Hon.  Michael  J.  Bradley. 

Hon.  James  A.  Byrne. 

Mr.  Michael  J.  Byrne. 

Mrs.  Alice  Lonsdorf. 

Mr.  FUlndo  B.  Maslno. 

Mr.  Prank  C.  P.  McOllnn. 

Mr.  John  B.  O’Hara. 

Mr.  Howard  D.  Rosengarten 
Mr.  Charles  R.  Tyson. 

The  matters  to  be  considered  at  this 
meeting  Include: 


1.  Report  on  summer  use  and  activi¬ 
ties. 

2.  Bell  carillon  In  Independence  Mall. 

3.  Independence  Mall  tent. 

4.  Coming  events. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Any  person  may  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  an  oral  or  written  statement  con¬ 
cerning  the  matters  to  be  discussed.  Per¬ 
sons  desiring  further  information  con¬ 
cerning  this  meeting,  or  who  wish  to  sub¬ 
mit  statements,  may  contact  Hobart  G. 
Cawood,  Superintendent,  Independence 
National  Historical  Park,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  at  215-597-7120. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  two  weeks  after  the 
meeting  at  the  office  of  the  Independence 
National  Historical  Park,  313  Walnut 
Street,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania. 

Dated:  August  23,  1976. 

Chester  L.  Brooks, 
Regional  Director,  Mid-Atlantic 
Region,  National  Park  Serv¬ 
ice. 

|FR  Doc.76-25683  Piled  9-1  76;8:46  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Forest  Service 

MODOC  NATIONAL  FOREST  GRAZING 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

The  Modoc  National  Forest  Grazing 
Advisory  Board  will  meet  at  10  a.m., 
October  5,  1976,  in  the  Forest  Super¬ 
visor’s  Office,  441  N.  Main,  Alturas,  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  Election  of  Officers,  Wild  Horse 
Management,  Land  Use  Plans,  Grazing 
Management  and  Fees,  and  other  items 
related  to  grazing  on  the  Modoc  National 
Forest. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should  notify 
Kenneth  C.  Scoggin,  Box  611,  Alturas, 
California  96101,  Telephone  916-233- 
3521.  Written  statements  may  be  filed 
with  the  committee  before  or  after  the 
meeting. 

The  committee  has  established  the  fol¬ 
lowing  rules  for  public  participation. 
Public  members  may  speak  up  at  meeting 
after  the  regular  board  meeting  is  com¬ 
pleted. 

Kenneth  C.  Scoggin, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

August  27,  1976. 

| PR  Doc.76-25715  Piled  9-1-76:8:45  am) 


LOWER  WEST  FORK  PLANNING  UNIT; 

LAND  USE  PLAN 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  environ¬ 
mental  statement  for  the  Land  Use 
Plan — Lower  West  Fork  Planning  Unit. 
Forest  Service  Report  Number  USDA- 
F8-FES  (Adm.)  Rl-76-9. 
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The  environmental  statement  concerns 
the  proposed  Implementation  of  a  revised 
Land  Use  Plan  for  the  Lower  West  Port 
Planning  Unit,  West  Pork  Ranger  Dis¬ 
trict,  Bitterroot  National  Forest,  Ravalli 
County,  Montana.  About  147,927  acres 
of  National  Forest  land  are  affected.  The 
planning  unit  is  divided  into  10  subunits 
of  similar  resource  potential  and  limita¬ 
tions  to  management.  Significant  values, 
management  direction,  and  specific 
statements  to  guide  land  management 
have  been  developed  for  each  subunit. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  filed  with  CEQ  on  August  27,  1976. 

Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the  fol¬ 
lowing  locations: 

USDA.  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Room  3230,  12th  St.  &  Independence 
Ave.  SW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20250. 

USD  A,  Forest  Service,  Northern  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Missoula.  MT  60801. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Bitterroot  National 
Forest,  316  North  Third  Street,  Hamilton. 
MT  59840. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  West  Fork  Ranger  Sta¬ 
tion,  Darby,  MT  59829. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to: 

Robert  S.  Morgan,  Forest  Supervisor,  Bitter¬ 
root  National  Forest,  316  North  Third 
Street,  Hamilton,  MT  59840. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  statement 
have  been  sent  to  various  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
C.E.Q.  guidelines. 

Dated:  August  27, 1976. 

Robert  S.  Morgan, 

Forest  Supervisor, 
Bitterroot  National  Forest. 
|FR  Doc.76-25731  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


ROUTT  NATIONAL  FOREST  GRAZING 
ADVISORY  BOARD 

Meeting 

The  Routt  National  Forest  Grazing  Ad¬ 
visory  Board  will  meet  Monday,  Octo¬ 
ber  4,  1976  at  9  a.m.  at  the  Hunt  Build¬ 
ing,  Steamboat  Springs,  Colorado. 

The  main  purpose  of  this  meeting  will 
be  a  field  trip  to  review  a  study  by  the 
Colorado  Division  of  Wildlife  to  trans¬ 
plant  moose  on  National  Forest  lands  in 
the  North  Park  area.  While  in  the  field 
other  Board  business  will  be  discussed. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Persons  who  wish  to  attend  should  notify 
Les  Clark,  Routt  National  Forest  (303 
879-1722)  prior  to  the  meeting.  Public 
members  may  participate  in  discussions 
during  the  meeting  at  any  time  or  may 
file  a  written  statement  following  the 
meeting. 

J.  Merle  Prince, 
Forest  Supervisor. 

August  26,  1976. 

]FR  Doc.76-25733  Filed  9-1-76; 8:45  am] 


WARD-EAGLE  PLANNING  UNIT; 

MULTIPLE  USE  PLAN 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  Forest  Service,  Department  of 
Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  final  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  for  the  Multi¬ 
ple  Use  Plan — Ward -Eagle  Planning 
Unit,  USDA-FS-FES ( Adm )  Rl-75-3. 

The  environmental  statement  con¬ 
cerns  a  proposed  action  to  implement 
a  revised  Multiple  Use  Plan  for  the 
Ward-Eagle  Planning  Unit,  located  on 
the  Superior  Ranger  District,  Lolo  Na¬ 
tional  Forest  in  Mineral  County.  Mon¬ 
tana.  The  action  affects  31,770  acres  of 
National  Forest  Land.  The  plan  pre¬ 
scribed  that  a  major  portion,  7,540  acres 
of  the  8,960  acre  inventoried  roadless 
area,  be  managed  for  dispersed  outdoor 
recreation  in  a  manner  which  protects 
the  natural  values  in  a  high  mountain 
lake  setting.  The  remaining  24,230  acres 
of  the  planning  unit  will  be  managed 
for  various  combinations  of  recreation, 
esthetics,  fisheries,  timber,  wildlife, 
watershed,  and  minerals.  The  primary 
impact  of  this  plan  is  the  reduction  of 
600,000  board  feet  of  lumber  per  year 
from  the  timber  available  for  harvest. 

The  most  favorable  impacts  are  pres¬ 
ervation  of  esthetic  values  along  In¬ 
terstate  90,  protection  of  soil  and  water 
qualities  on  steep  slopes,  and  retention 
of  a  large  portion  of  the  inventoried 
roadless  area.  Unfavorable  impacts  in¬ 
clude  alteration  of  the  landscape  and 
disturbance  of  soil,  water,  vegetation, 
and  wildlife  values. 

This  final  environmental  statement 
was  transmitted  to  CEQ  on  August  27. 
1976.  Copies  are  available  for  inspection 
during  regular  working  hours  at  the 
following  locations. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  South  Agriculture 
Bldg.,  Room  3230,  12th  St.,  &  Independ¬ 
ence  Ave.,  SW,  Washington,  D.C.  20250. 
USDA,  Forest  Service,  Northern  Region, 
Federal  Building,  340  N.  Pattee,  Missoula, 
MT  59801. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Lolo  National  Forest, 
Building  24,  Fort  Missoula,  Missoula,  MT 
59801. 

USDA,  Forest  Service,  Superior  Ranger  Dis¬ 
trict,  Superior,  MT  59872. 

University  of  Montana.  University  Library, 
Documents  Division,  Missoula,  MT  69801. 
University  of  Montana,  Forestry  School  Li¬ 
brary,  Room  411,  Science  Complex,  Mis¬ 
soula,  MT  59801. 

Missoula  City — County  Library,  Washington 
&  East  Main,  Missoula,  MT  59801. 

A  limited  number  of  single  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to  Orville  L. 
Daniels,  Forest  Supervisor,  Lolo  National 
Forest,  Building  24,  Fort  Missoula,  Mis¬ 
soula,  Montana  59801. 

Copies  of  the  environmental  state¬ 
ment  have  been  sent  to  various  federal. 
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state  and  local  agencies  as  outlined  In 
the  CEQ  guidelines. 

Russell  E.  Miller, 
Acting  Forest  Supervisor. 

August  27,  1976. 

[FR  Doc.76-25732  FUed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  the  Census 

CENSUS  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
BLACK  POPULATION  FOR  THE  1980 
CENSUS,  AND  THE  CENSUS  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE  ON  THE  SPANISH  ORIGIN 
POPULATION  FOR  THE  1980  CENSUS 

Public  Meetings 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (5 
U.S.C.,  Appendix  I  1974) ) ,  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  meetings  of  the  Census 
Advisory  Committee  on  the  Black  Popu¬ 
lation  for  the  1980  Census  and  the  Census 
Advisory  Committee  on  the  Spanish  Ori¬ 
gin  Population  for  the  1980  Census. 

Three  meetings  will  be  held  as  follows: 
September  22 — the  Census  Advisory 
Committee  on  the  Spanish  Origin  Popu¬ 
lation  for  the  1980  Census;  September 
23 — a  joint  meeting  of  the  Census  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  on  the  Black  Population 
for  the  1980  Census  and  the  Census  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  on  the  Spanish  Origin 
Population  for  the  1980  Census;  and  Sep¬ 
tember  24 — the  Census  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Black  Population  for  the 
1980  Census. 

The  Census  Advisory  Committee  on  the 
Black  Population  for  the  1980  Census  is 
composed  of  21  members  appointed  by 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce.  It  was  estab¬ 
lished  in  October  1974  to  advise  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Bureau  of  the  Census,  on  such 
1980  census  planning  elements  as  im¬ 
proving  the  accuracy  of  the  population 
count,  recommending  subject  content 
and  tabulations  of  special  use  to  the 
black  population,  and  expanding  the  dis¬ 
semination  of  census  results  among  pre¬ 
sent  and  potential  users  of  census  data 
in  the  black  population. 

The  Census  Advisory  Committee  on 
the  Spanish  Origin  Population  for  the 
1980  Census  is  composed  of  21  members 
appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce. 
It  was  established  in  February  1975  to 
advise  the  Director,  Bureau  of  the  Cen¬ 
sus,  on  such  1980  census  planning  ele¬ 
ments  as  improving  the  accuracy  of  the 
population  count,  developing  definitions 
for  classification  of  the  Spanish-origin 
population,  recommending  subject  con¬ 
tent  and  tabulations  of  especial  use  to 
the  Spanish-origin  population,  and  ex¬ 
panding  the  dissemination  of  census  re¬ 
sults  among  present  and  potential  users 
of  census  data  in  the  Spanish-origin  pop¬ 
ulation. 

The  September  22  meeting  of  the  Cen¬ 
sus  Advisory  Committee  on  the  Spanish 
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Origin  Population  for  the  1980  Census 
will  be  held  in  Room  2424,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing  3,  at  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  in 
Sultland,  Maryland,  and  will  begin  at 
9:30  a.m. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  is:  (1) 
Current  status  of  1980  census  plans:  (2) 
content  of  special  censuses;  (3)  report 
on  the  special  census  of  Pima  County, 
Arizona;  (4)  report  on  the  Survey  of  In¬ 
come  and  Education,  and  the  Current 
Population  Survey  Language  Supple¬ 
ment;  and  (5)  affirmative  action  plans. 

The  September  23  Joint  meeting  of 
both  committees  will  be  held  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Records  Center  Auditorium  In  Suit- 
land,  Maryland,  and  will  begin  at  9:30 
am.  The  agenda  will  consist  of  a  discus¬ 
sion  of  the  contents  of  the  1980  Census 
of  Population  and  Housing,  and  reports 
on  observations  by  committee  members 
of  the  pretest  conducted  in  Travis  Coun¬ 
ty,  Texas. 

The  September  24  meeting  of  the  Cen¬ 
sus  Advisory  Committee  on  the  Black 
Population  for  the  1980  Census  will  be 
held  in  Room  2424,  Federal  Building  3, 
at  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  in  Sultland, 
Maryland,  and  will  begin  at  9:30  am. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  is:  (1) 
Current  status  of  1980  census  plans;  and 

(2)  reports  from  Committee  members 
on:  The  census  undercount,  question¬ 
naire  content,  block  statistics,  confiden¬ 
tiality,  testing  and  selecting  aids,  public 
relations,  ethnic  origin  categories,  and 
affirmative  action  plans. 

The  meetings  will  be  open  to  the  public 
and  a  brief  period  will  be  set  aside  each 
day  for  public  comment  and  questions. 
Extensive  questions  or  statements  must 
be  submitted  in  writing  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  Control  Officer  at  least  3  days  prior 
to  the  meeting. 

Persons  wishing  further  information 
concerning  these  meetings  or  who  wish 
to  submit  written  statements  may  con¬ 
tact  Clifton  S.  Jordan,  Deputy  Chief, 
Demographic  Census  Staff,  Bureau  of 
the  Census,  Room  3779,  Federal  Building 
3,  Sultland,  Maryland.  (Mailing  address: 
Washington,  D.C.  20233)  Telephone: 
(301)  763-6169. 

Dated:  August  27, 1976. 

VIncbnt  P.  Barbara, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
the  Census. 

[FR  Doc.ffl-25702  Filed  9-1-76,8:45  ami 

Economic  Development  Administration 

CARDOZO  MANUFACTURING  COMPANY, 
INC. 

Petition  for  Determination  of  Eligibility 

A  petition  by  Cardozo  Manufacturing 
Company,  Inc.,  1127  West  8th  Street, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri,  a  producer  of 
tennis  rackets,  was  accepted  for  filing  on 
August  27,  1976,  under  section  251  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-618) .  Con¬ 
sequently,  the  United  States  Department 
of  Commerce  has  initiated  an  investi¬ 
gation  to  determine  whether  increased 
imparts  into  the  United  States  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  those 


produced  by  the  firm  contributed  Im¬ 
portantly  to  total  or  partial  separation 
of  the  firm’s  workens,  or  threat  thereof, 
and  to  a  decrease  in  sales  or  production 
of  the  petitioning  firm. 

Any  party  having  a  substantial  interest 
in  the  proceedings  may  request  a  public 
hearing  on  the  matter.  A  request  for  a 
hearing  must  be  received  by  the  Chief, 
Trade  Act  Certification  Division,  Eco¬ 
nomic  Development  Administration,  UJ9. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230,  no  later  than  the  close  of 
business  of  September  13,  1976. 

Charles  L.  Smith, 
Acting  Chief,  Trade  Act  Cer¬ 
tification  Division,  Office  of 
Planning  and  Program  Sup¬ 
port. 

|FR  Doc.76-25713  Filed  9  1  76;8  45  »mj 


LORIET  FASHIONS,  INC. 

Petition  for  Determination  of  Eligibility 

A  petition  by  Lorlet  Fashions,  Inc., 
416  West  13th  Street,  New  York,  New 
York  10014,  a  producer  of  women’s  hand¬ 
bags,  was  accepted  for  filing  on  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1976,  under  section  251  of  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-618) .  Con¬ 
sequently,  the  United  8tates  Department 
of  Commerce  has  initiated  an  investiga¬ 
tion  to  determine  whether  increased  im¬ 
ports  into  the  United  States  of  articles 
like  or  directly  competitive  with  those 
produced  by  the  firm  contributed  im¬ 
portantly  to  total  or  partial  separation 
of  the  firm’s  workers,  or  threat  thereof, 
and  to  a  decrease  in  sales  or  production 
of  the  petitioning  firm. 

Any  party  having  a  substantial  in¬ 
terest  in  the  proceedings  may  request 
a  public  hearing  on  the  matter.  A  request 
for  a  hearing  must  be  received  by  the 
Chief,  Trade  Act  Certification  Division, 
Economic  Development  Administration, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20230,  no  later  than  the  close 
of  business  on  September  13, 1976. 

Charles  L.  Smith. 

Acting  Chief,  Trade  Act  Cer¬ 
tification  Division,  Office  of 
Planning  and  Program  Sup¬ 
port. 

|FR  Doc.76-26714  Filed  9-1-76; 8: 45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Office  of  Education 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
INDIAN  EDUCATION 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
section  10(a)(2)  of  the  Federal  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463,  5 
U.S.C.  Appendix  1) ,  that  the  next  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  Full  Council  of  the  National 
Advisory  Council  on  Indian  Education 
will  be  held  September  17.  18.  19,  1976, 
at  the  Royal  Villa  of  Raleigh,  Highway 
70,  Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27612. 

The  National  Advisory  Council  on 
Indian  Education  is  established  under 


section  442  of  the  Indian  Education  Act, 
Title  IV  Of  Pub.  L.  92-318,  (20  U.8.C. 
1221g) .  The  Council,  among  other  things, 
is  directed  to: 

(1)  Submit  to  the  Commissioner  a 
list  of  nominees  for  the  position  of  De¬ 
puty  Commissioner  of  Indian  Educa¬ 
tion; 

(2)  Advise  the  Commissioner  of  Edu¬ 
cation  with  respect  to  the  administra¬ 
tion  (including  the  development  of  reg¬ 
ulations  and  of  administrative  practices 
and  policies)  of  any  program  in  which 
Indian  children  or  adults  participate 
from  which  they  can  benefit.  Including 
Title  HI  of  the  Act  of  September  30, 
1950  (Pub.  L.  81-874)  and  section  810, 
Title  VTH  of  the  Elementary  and  Sec¬ 
ondary  Education  Act  of  1965  (as  added 
by  Title  IV  of  Pub.  L.  92-318),  and  with 
respect  to  adequate  funding  thereof; 

(3)  Review  applications  for  assist¬ 
ance  under  Title  m  of  the  Act  of  Sep¬ 
tember  30.  1950  (Pub.  L.  81-874),  sec¬ 
tion  810  of  Title  VHI  of  the  Elementary 
and  Secondary  Education  Act  of  1965 
and  section  314  of  the  Adult  Education 
Act  (as  added  by  Title  IV  of  Pub.  L. 
92-318),  and  make  recommendations  to 
the  Commissioner  with  respect  to  their 
approval; 

(4)  Evaluate  programs  and  projects 
carried  out  under  any  program  of  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  in  which  Indian  children  or 
adults  can  participate  or  from  which 
they  can  benefit,  and  disseminate  the 
results  of  such  evaluations; 

(5)  Provide  technical  assistance  to 
local  educational  agencies  and  to  Indian 
educational  agencies,  institutions,  and 
organizations  to  assist  them  in  improv¬ 
ing  the  education  of  Indian  children: 

(6)  Assist  the  Commissioner  in  de¬ 
veloping  criteria  and  regulations  for  the 
administration  and  evaluation  of  grants 
made  under  section  303(b)  of  the  Act  of 
September  30,  1950  (Pub.  L.  81-874)  as 
added  by  Title  IV,  Part  A,  of  Pub.  L. 
92-318;  and 

(7)  Submit  to  the  Congress  not  later 
than  March  31  of  each  year  a  report  on 
its  activities,  which  shall  include  rec¬ 
ommendations  it  may  deem  necessary  for 
the  Improvement  of  Federal  education 
programs  in  which  Indian  children  and 
adults  participate,  or  from  which  they 
can  benefit,  which  report  shall  Include 
a  statement  of  the  Council’s  recommen¬ 
dations  to  the  Commissioner  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  funding  of  any  such  pro¬ 
grams. 

The  meeting  on  September  17,  18,  19. 
1976,  will  be  open  to  the  public  begin¬ 
ning  at  9  a.m.  and  ending  at  6  p.m. 
each  day.  This  meeting  will  be  held  at 
the  Royal  Villa  of  Raleigh  HoteL 

The  proposed  agenda  includes:  - 

(1)  Executive  Director’s  Report, 

(2)  Action  on  previous  meeting  min¬ 
utes, 

(3)  Executive  Committee  Report, 

(4)  Final  approval  of  NACIE  FY  TZ 

Budget,  4 

(6)  Plans  for  future  NACIE  activi¬ 
ties, 
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<6>  Regular  Council  business. 

The  September  17,  1976  meeting  will 
be  closed  to  the  public  from  3  p.m.  to  5 
p.m.  to  review  applications  for  the  posi¬ 
tion  of  Deputy  Commissioner  of  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  Indian  Education  that  must  be 
held  in  confidence,  under  the  authority 
of  section  10(d)  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463)  and 
under  the  exemptions  contained  in  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act,  section  552 
<b)  (2)  and  (6)  of  Title  5  U.S.C.,  (Pub.  L. 
90-23),  45  CFR  5.71(a)  and  5.71(c).  Dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  applications  will  include 
consideration  of  the  qualifications  and 
fitness  of  the  candidates  and  will  touch 
upon  many  matters  which  would  consti¬ 
tute  a  serious  invasion  of  privacy  if  con¬ 
ducted  in  an  open  session. 

Records  shall  be  kept  of  all  Council 
proceedings  and  shall  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Advisory  Council  on  Indian  Edu- 


General  function  of  the  committee.  Re¬ 
views  and  evaluates  available  data  con¬ 
cerning  the  safety  and  effectiveness  of 
marketed  and  investigational  prescrip¬ 
tion  drugs  for  use  in  the  practice  of 
obstetrics  and  gynecology. 

Agenda — open  public  hearing.  Any  in¬ 
terested  person  may  present  data,  infor¬ 
mation  or  views,  orally  or  in  writing,  on 
issues  pending  before  the  committee. 

Open  committee  discussion.  Discussion 
of  post-pill  amenorrhea,  galactorrhea 
and  their  relation  with  pituitary  changes; 
and  experimental  therapy.  Discussion  of 
estrogen  and  oral  contraceptive  phy¬ 
sician  and  patient  product  labeling. 

Closed  presentation  of  data.  Presen¬ 
tation  by  Syntex  cm  NDA  17-877.  This 
portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  closed  to 
protect  the  confidentiality  of  clinical 
data  (5  U.S.C.  552(b)(6)). 

Each  public  advisory  committee  meet¬ 
ing  listed  above  may  have  as  many  as 
four  separable  portions:  (1)  An  open 
public  hearing,  (2)  an  open  committee 
discussion,  (3)  a  closed  presentation  of 
data,  and  (4)  a  closed  committee  deliber¬ 
ation.  Every  advisory  committee  meeting 
shall  have  an  open  public  hearing. 
Whether  or  not  it  also  includes  any  of 
the  other  three  portions  will  depend  upon 
the  specific  meeting  involved.  The  dates 
and  times  reserved  for  the  separate  por¬ 
tions  of  each  committee  meeting  are 
listed  above. 

The  open  public  hearing  portion  of 
each  meeting  shall  be  at  least  1  hour 
long  unless  public  participation  does  not 
last  that  long.  It  is  emphasized,  however, 
that  the  1  hour  time  limit  for  an  open 
public  hearing  represents  a  minimum 
rather  than  a  maximum  time  for  public 
participation,  and  an  open  public  hear- 


cation  located  at  425  13th  Street,  NW., 
Room  326,  Washington,  D.C.  20004. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  Au¬ 
gust  30,  1976. 

Lincoln  C.  White, 
Executive  Director,  National  Ad¬ 
visory  Council  on  Indian 
Education. 

[FR  Doc.76-25705  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


Food  and  Drug  Administration 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

This  notice  announces  the  forthcom¬ 
ing  meeting  of  a  public  advisory  commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
and  is  issued  under  section  10(a)  (1)  and 
(2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463,  86  Stat.  770-776  (5 
U.S.C.  App.  I)) : 


ing  may  last  for  whatever  longer  period 
the  committee  chairman  determines  will 
facilitate  the  committee’s  work. 

Meetings  of  advisory  committees  shall 
be  conducted,  insofar  as  it  practical,  in 
accordance  with  the  agenda  published 
in  this  Federal  Register  notice.  Changes 
in  the  agenda  will  be  announced  at  the 
beginning  of  the  open  portion  of  a  meet¬ 
ing. 

Any  interested  person  who  wishes  to 
be  assured  of  the  right  to  make  an  oral 
presentation  at  the  open  public  hearing 
portion  of  a  meeting  shall  inform  the 
contact  person  listed  above,  either  orally 
or  in  writing,  prior  to  the  meeting.  Any 
person  attending  the  hearing  who  does 
not  in  advance  of  the  meeting  request  an 
opportunity  to  speak  will  be  allowed  to 
make  an  oral  presentation  at  the  hear¬ 
ing’s  conclusion,  if  time  permits,  at  the 
chairman’s  discretion. 

Persons  interested  in  specific  agenda 
items  to  be  discussed  in  open  session  may 
ascertain  from  the  contact  person  the 
approximate  time  of  discussion. 

The  Commissioner,  with  the  concur¬ 
rence  of  the  Chief  Counsel,  has  deter¬ 
mined  for  the  reasons  stated  that  those 
portions  of  the  advisory  committee  meet¬ 
ings  so  designated  in  this  notice  shall  be 
closed.  Both  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  and  5  U.S.C.  552(b)  permit 
such  closed  advisory  committee  meetings 
in  certain  circumstances.  Those  portions 
of  a  meeting  designated  as  closed  shall, 
however,  be  closed  for  the  shortest  time 
possible  consistent  with  the  intent  of  the 
cited  statutes. 

Generally,  FDA  advisory  committees 
will  be  closed  because  the  subject  matter 
is  exempt  from  public  disclosure  under  5 
U.S.C.  552(b)  (4),  (5),  (6),  or  (7).  al¬ 


though  on  occasion  the  other  exemptions 
listed  in  5  U.S.C.  552(b)  may  also  apply. 
Thus,  a  portion  of  a  meeting  may  be 
closed  where  the  matter  involves  a  trade 
secret;  commercial  or  financial  informa¬ 
tion  that  is  privileged  or  confidential; 
personnel,  medical,  and  similar  files,  dis¬ 
closure  of  which  could  be  an  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy;  and  in¬ 
vestigatory  files  compiled  for  law  en¬ 
forcement  purposes.  A  portion  of  a  meet¬ 
ing  may  also  be  closed  if  the  Commis¬ 
sioner  determines:  (1)  That  it  involves 
inter-agency  or  intra-agency  memo¬ 
randa  or  discussion  and  deliberations  of 
matters  that,  if  in  writing  would  consti¬ 
tute  such  memoranda,  and  which  would, 
therefore,  be  exempt  from  public  dis¬ 
closure;  and  (2)  that  it  is  essential  to 
close  such  portion  of  a  meeting  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  free  exchange  of  internal  views 
and  to  avoid  undue  interference  with 
agency  or  committee  operations. 

Examples  of  matters  to  be  considered 
at  closed  portions  are  those  related  to  the 
review,  discussion,  evaluation  or  rank¬ 
ing  of  grant  applications;  the  review,  dis¬ 
cussion,  and  evaluation  of  specific  drugs 
or  devices;  the  deliberation  and  voting 
relative  to  the  formation  of  specific  re¬ 
gulatory  recommendations  (general  dis¬ 
cussion,  however,  will  generally  be  done 
during  the  open  committee  discussion 
portion  of  the  meeting) ;  review  of  trade 
secrets  or  confidential  data;  considera¬ 
tion  of  matters  involving  FDA  investiga¬ 
tory  files;  and  review  of  medical  records 
of  individuals. 

Examples  of  matters  that  ordinarily 
will  be  considered  at  open  meetings  are 
those  related  to  the  review,  discussion, 
and  evaluation  of  general  preclinlcal  and 
clinical  test  protocols  and  procedures  for 
a  class  of  drugs  or  devices,  consideration 
of  labeling  requirements  for  a  class  of 
marketed  drugs  and  devices,  review  of 
data  and  information  on  specific  investi¬ 
gational  or  marketed  drugs  and  devices 
that  have  previously  been  made  public, 
and  presentation  of  any  other  data  or  in¬ 
formation  that  is  not  exempt  from  public 
disclosure. 

Dated:  August  27, 1976. 

Joseph  P.  Hile, 

Acting  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[FR  Doc.76-25679  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


PANEL  ON  REVIEW  OF  INTERNAL  ANAL¬ 
GESIC  INCLUDING  ANTIRHEUMATIC 
DRUGS 

Renewal 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act  of  October  6, 1972  (Pub.  L.  92- 
463,  86  Stat.  770-776  (5  U.S.C.  App.  I) ) , 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  an¬ 
nounces  the  renewal  of  the  Panel  on 
Review  of  Internal  Analgesic  Including 
Antirheumatic  Drugs  by  the  Secretary, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  for  an  additional  period  of  2 
years  beyond  August  31, 1976. 

Authority  for  this  panel  will  expire 
August  31'  1978,  unless  the  Secretary  for- 


Committoe  name  Date,  time,  place  Type  of  meeting  and(contact  person 


Obstetrics  and  Gynecology  Sept.  30  and  Oct.  1,  9  a.m.,  con-  Open  public  hearing  Sept.  30, 9  a.m.  to  10a.m.; 

Advisory  Committee.  ference  room  G,  H,  Parklawn  closed  committee  deliberations  Sept.  30, 

Bldg.,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rock-  10  a.m.  to  4  p.m.:  open  committee  discussion 
villc,  Md.  Oct.  1,  9  a.m.  to  11  a.m.;  closed  presentation 

of  data  Oct.  1,  11  a.m.  to  12  m.;  open  com¬ 
mittee  discussions  Oct.  1,  1  p.m.  to  3  p.m.: 
A.  T.  Gregoire,  Ph.  D.  (HFD-130),  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Md.  20852,  301- 
443-3510. 
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mally  determines  that  continuation  is  in 
the  public  interest. 

Dated:  August  27, 1976. 

William  F.  Randolph, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

|FR  Doc.76  25678  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


PFIZER,  INC. 

Tetracycline  Boluses;  Withdrawal  of 
Approval  of  New  Animal  Drug  Application 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
(FDA)  is  withdrawing  approval  of  the 
new  animal  drug  application  for  Tetra- 
cycline-Vet  Bolus,  effective  September  2, 
1976. 

Under  the  Federal  Food,  Drug  and  Cos¬ 
metic  Act  (sec.  512(e),  82  Stat.  345-347 
(21  U.S.C.  360b(e)))  and  the  authority 
delegated  to  the  Commissioner  of  Food 
and  Drugs  (21  CFR  5.1)  (recodification 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
June  15,  1976  (41  FR  24262)),  the  fol¬ 
lowing  notice  is  issued : 

Pfizer,  Inc.,  235  E.  42d  St.,  New  York, 
NY  10017,  holder  of  new  animal  drug  ap¬ 
plication  (NADA)  No.  65-062V  for  Tetra¬ 
cycline-Vet  Bolus  has  requested,  by  letter 
dated  April  25,  1975,  that  the  applica¬ 
tion  be  withdrawn  and  has  waived  its  op¬ 
portunity  for  a  hearing.  The  application 
was  approved  on  August  11,  1954,  for 
treating  infections  caused  by  susceptible 
organisms  in  cattle,  sheep,  swine,  and 
horses. 

An  evaluation  of  the  drug  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Academy  of  Sciences — National 
Research  Council,  Drug  Efficacy  Study 
Group,  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  July  8,  1970  (35  FR  10966> ; 
the  evaluation  determined  the  drug  to 
be  “probably  effective.”  The  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  concurred  in  the 
evaluation. 

In  response  to  the  notice,  Pfizer  sub¬ 
mitted  disintegration  data  on  the  boluses 
and  proposed  revised  labels.  Pfizer  was 
advised  that  because  the  drug  was  clas¬ 
sified  as  probably  effective  it  would  be 
necessary  for  Pfizer  to  furnish  substan¬ 
tial  evidence  of  effectiveness  for  each 
claim  made  in  each  species  of  animal  for 
which  the  label  claims  are  made  or,  al¬ 
ternatively,  FDA  would  propose  to  with¬ 
draw  approval  of  the  application  on  the 
basis  of  a  lack  of  substantial  evidence  of 
effectiveness.  In  lieu  of  submitting  the 
requested  studies  and  because  the  drug  is 
no  longer  being  distributed,  the  firm  con¬ 
sented,  by  letter  dated  April  25,  1975,  to 
having  the  approval  of  the  application 
withdrawn  in  accordance  with  §  514.115 
(b)  (21  CFR  514.115(b))  and  waived  its 
opportunity  for  a  hearing. 

In  FR  Doc.  76-25675  published  in  the 
rules  and  regulations  section  of  this  issue 
of  the  Federal  Register  there  is  an  order 
revoking  certain  provisions  of  §  546.180c 
(21  CFR  546.180c),  which  provides  for 
approval  of  the  drug  named  in  this  no¬ 
tice. 

Therefore,  In  accordance  with  §  514.- 
115<b)  (3)  (iii) ,  notice  is  given  that  ap¬ 
proval  of  NADA  No.  65-062V  and  all  sup- 
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plements  and  amendments  thereto  for 
Tetracycline-Vet  Bolus  for  cattle,  sheep, 
swine,  and  horses  is  hereby  withdrawn, 
effective  September  2, 1976. 

Dated:  August  26,  1976. 

C.  D.  Van  Houweling, 
Director,  Bureau  of 
Veterinary  Medicine. 
|FR  Doc.76-25676  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


.  [  Docket  No.  76D-0276  ] 

TOMATO  POWDER 
Availability  of  Guideline 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
is  announcing  the  availability  of  a  re¬ 
vised  administrative  guideline  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  defect  action  level  of  tomato 
powder.  This  administrative  guideline, % 
developed  by  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Bureau  of  Foods,  repre¬ 
sents  the  maximum  level  for  natural  or 
unavoidable  defects  for  tomato  powder 
produced  under  good  manufacturing 
and/or  processing  practices  and  is  the 
level  used  for  recommending  regulatory 
action. 

As  field  inspection  activities  identify 
changing  problems  and  as  relevant  tech¬ 
nology  changes,  this  guideline  will  be 
updated  to  reflect  current  policy  as  it 
relates  to  specific  tomato  products. 

The  administrative  guideline  for  to¬ 
mato  products  was  revised  to  establish 
a  defect  action  level  for  rot  in  tomato 
powder  when  diluted  at  the  rate  of  17.0 
grams  per  200  milliliters  of  water. 

Copies  of  this  revised  guideline  are 
available  for  public  examination  at  the 
office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and 
Drug  Administration.  Rm.  4-65,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20852.  Re¬ 
quest  for  single  copies  may  be  made  in 
writing  to  the  office  of  the  Assistant 
Commissioner  for  Professional  and  Con¬ 
sumer  Programs  (HFG-1),  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20852. 

Dated:  August  26,  1976. 

Joseph  P.  Hile, 

Acting  Associate  Commissioner 

for  Compliance. 

|FR  Doc.76-25677  Filed  9-1-76,8:45  ami 


Health  Services  Administration 

OHIO  STATEWIDE  PROFESSIONAL 
STANDARDS  REVIEW  COUNCIL 

Nominations  for  Public  Member  Positions 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  1162(b)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act  (the  Act)  [42  U.S.C.  1320c-ll(b)  1, 
nominations  are  being  accepted  for  pub¬ 
lic  member  positions  on  the  Ohio  State¬ 
wide  Professional  Standards  Review 
Council  (Statewide  Council).  Section 
1162(a)  of  the  Act  mandates  that  a 
Council  shall  be  established  in  each 
State  where  there  are  located  three  or 
more  Professional  Standards  Review  Or¬ 
ganizations  (PSROs).  As  there  are  now 
located  three  conditional  PSROs  In 
Ohio,  the  Ohio  Statewide  Council  is 
being  formed. 


The  PSRO  program  is  established  un¬ 
der  Title  XI,  Part  B  of  the  Act,  enacted 
by  the  1972  Amendments  to  the  Act 
(P.L.  92-603)  to  provide  for  physician- 
directed  review  of  the  utilization  and 
quality  of  medical  care  services  paid  for 
by  the  Medicare,  Medicaid,  and  Mater¬ 
nal  and  Child  Health  and  Crippled 
Children  Services  programs.  The  State¬ 
wide  Council  component  of  the  PSRO 
program  will  perform  a  number  of  func¬ 
tions,  including:  (1)  coordinating  activi¬ 
ties  of  PSROs  and  disseminating  infor¬ 
mation  and  data  among  PSROs  in  the 
State  under  section  1162(c)  of  the  Act: 
(2)  reviewing  PSRO  reconsiderations 
under  section  1159(a)  of  the  Act;  (3) 
reviewing  PSRO  sanction  reports  under 
section  1157  of  the  Act:  (4)  using  its  in¬ 
fluence  to  assure  that  practitioners  and 
providers  comply  with  the  obligations  of 
the  legislation  under  section  1160(c)  of 
the  Act;  <  5)  assisting  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  in  de¬ 
veloping  uniform  data  gathering  and 
operating  procedures  among  PSROs  In 
the  State,  in  evaluating  PSRO  per¬ 
formance,  and,  should  it  become  neces¬ 
sary,  in  developing  and  arranging  for  a 
qualified  replacement  for  a  PSRO  under 
section  1162(c)  of  the  Act. 

There  will  be  four  public  representa¬ 
tives  on  the  Statewide  Council.  Persons 
or  organizations  wishing  to  submit  nomi¬ 
nations  for  public  members  are  advised 
that  each  nominee  will  be  considered  by 
the  Secretary  on  the  basis  of  whether 
such  nominee  is: 

(1)  knowledgeable  about  health  care  in 
Ohio  as  provided  under  the  Maternal  and 
Child  Health  and  Crippled  Children 
Services,  Medicare  and  Medicaid  pro¬ 
grams  (Titles  V,  XVIII,  XIX  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  respectively) , 

(2)  willing  and  able  to  represent  the 
interests  of  the  public ;  and 

(3)  willing  and  able  to  discharge  the 
responsibilities  of  membership  in  the 
Statewide  Council. 

Special  consideration  will  be  given  to 
qualified  representatives  of  organizations 
and  groups  which  are  not  otherwise  in¬ 
cluded  on  the  Statewide  Council  (PSRO 
representatives  or  physician  representa¬ 
tives)  or  on  the  Statewide  Council  Ad¬ 
visory  Group  (nonphysician  health  care 
practitioners,  hospitals,  and  other  health 
care  facilities) .  Since  nominees  for  public 
member  positions  on  the  Statewide 
Council  should  represent  a  broad  seg¬ 
ment  of  public  interest,  involvement  in 
community  activities  should  be  outlined 
in  the  curriculum  vitae  submitted  with 
the  nomination. 

After  due  consideration  of  all  nomi¬ 
nees,  including  nominees  of  the  Governor 
of  Ohio,  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Educa¬ 
tion,  and  Welfare  will  appoint  four  public 
representatives,  at  least  two  of  whom 
shall  have  been  recommended  by  the 
Governor  under  section  1162(b)(3)  of 
the  Act. 

All  nominations  from  the  general  pub¬ 
lic  for  public  member  positions  on  the 
Statewide  Council,  together  with  a  cur¬ 
riculum  vitae,  should  be  sent  to  E.  Frank 
Ellis,  M.D.,  Regional  Health  Adminis¬ 
trator  at  Department  of  Health,  Educa- 
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tlon,  and  Welfare,  Region  V  Office,  300 
South  Wacker  Drive,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60606.  To  ensure  consideration,  nomina¬ 
tions  should  be  received  on  or  before 
November  1,  1976.  Further  information 
concerning  the  nature  and  function  of 
the  Statewide  Council  and  the  role  of 
public  members  in  Council  activities  may 
be  obtained  by  contacting  the  Office  of 
the  Regional  Health  Administrator  at 
(312)  353-1385. 

Dated:  August  25, 1976. 

Louis  M.  Hellman,  M.D. 

Administrator  Health  Services 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.76-25633  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  ami 


GENETIC  DISEASES— PART  A,  TITLE  XI 
OF  THE  PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE  ACT 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  delegations,  with  authority  for  fur¬ 
ther  redelegation,  have  been  made  under 
Part  A,  Title  XI  of  the  Public  Health 
Service  Act,  as  amended  by  Section  403 
of  Public  Law  94-278,  providing  for  the 
establishment  of  a  national  program  for 
basic  and  applied  research,  research 
training,  testing,  counseling,  and  infor¬ 
mation.  and  education  programs  with  re¬ 
spect  to  genetic  diseases : 

1.  Delegation  from  the  Secretary  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health  to  per¬ 
form  all  of  the  authorities  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  by  Part  A,  Title  XI  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act,  with  the  exception  of 
authority  to  issue  regulations  and  submit 
to  the  President  a  comprehensive  report 
on  the  administration  of  such  Part  A; 
and 

2.  Delegation  from  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Health  to  the  Administrator, 
Health  Services  Administration,  to  per¬ 
form  all  of  the  following  authorities 
delegated  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health  under  the  Public  Health  Service 
Act: 

a.  The  authority  under  Section  1101 
(42  U.S.C.  300b)  for  testing  and  counsel¬ 
ing  programs  and  information  and  edu¬ 
cation  programs. 

b.  The  authority  under  Section  1105 
(42  U.S.C.  300b-4)  for  a  voluntary  test¬ 
ing,  diagnosis,  counseling,  and  treatment 
program  through  Public  Health  Service 
facilities,  provided  that  where  such  au¬ 
thority  is  exercised  in  Public  Health 
Service  facilities  not  under  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Health  Services  Administra¬ 
tion,  it  must  be  exercised  pursuant  to  an 
interagency  agreement  between  the  PHS 
Agencies  concerned. 

c.  The  authority  under  Section  1106 
(42  U.S.C.  300b-5)  to  develop  each  year 
a  comprehensive  report  on  the  adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  authorities  under  Sections 
1101  and  1105. 

The  above  delegations  were  effective  on 
August  18, 1976. 

Dated:  August  24, 1976. 

John  Ottina, 
Assistant  Secretary  tor 
Administration  and  Management. 

(FR  Doc.76-25764  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 
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NATIONAL  HEALTH  MANPOWER 
SHORTAGE  CLEARINGHOUSE 

Delegation  of  Authority 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  delegation  and  redelegation  have 
been  made  under  Section  202,  of  Public 
Law  92-157,  for  the  establishment  of  the 
National  Health  Manpower  Shortage 
Clearinghouse : 

1.  Delegation  from  the  Secretary  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health  of  all  au¬ 
thorities  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  by  Sec¬ 
tion  202  of  Public  Law  92-157,  with  the 
exception  of  authority  to  issue  regula¬ 
tions. 

2.  Redelegation  from  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Health  to  the  Administra¬ 
tor,  Health  Services  Administration,  with 
authority  to  redelegate,  of  all  authorities 
under  Section  202  of  Public  Law  92-157 
which  were  delegated  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Health. 

The  above  delegations  were  effective 
on  August  18, 1976. 

Dated:  August 24, 1976. 

John  Ottina, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Management. 

IFR  Doc.76-25765  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


National  Institutes  of  Health 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEES 
Open  Meetings 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meetings  of  com¬ 
mittees  advisory  to  the  National  Cancer 
Institute. 

These  meetings  will  be  entirely  open  to 
the  public  to  discuss  issues  relating  to 
committee  business  as  indicated  in  the 
notice.  Attendance  by  the  public  will  be 
limited  to  space  available.  Meetings  will 
be  held  at  the  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  9000  Rockville  Pike,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014,  unless  otherwise 
stated. 

Mrs.  Marjorie  F.  Early,  Committee 
Management  Officer,  NCI,  Building  31, 
Room  3A16,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014  (301/ 
496-5708)  will  furnish  summaries  of  the 
meetings  and  rosters  of  committee  mem¬ 
bers  upon  request. 

Other  information  pertaining  to  the 
meeting  can  be  obtained  from  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary  indicated. 

Name  of  Committee:  President’s  Cancer 
Panel. 

Date:  October  1,  1976;  2:00  p.m. — adjourn¬ 
ment. 

Place:  University  of  Texas  at  M.  D.  Ander¬ 
son  Hospital  and  Tumor  Institute,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Texas. 

Time:  Open  for  the  entire  meeting. 

Agenda:  To  hear  reports  from  the  Director, 
National  Cancer  Program,  National  Cancer 
Institute;  the  Chairman,  President’s  Can¬ 
cer  Panel,  and  to  review  the  budget. 
Executive  Secretary:  Dr.  Richard  A.  TJalma. 
Address:  Building  31,  Room  11A46,  National 
Institutes  of  Health. 

Phone:  301/496-5854. 

Name  of  Committee:  Diagnostic  Research 
Advisory  Group. 


Date:  October  7,  1976,  7:30  p.m. — adjourn¬ 
ment. 

Place:  Dulles  Marriott  Hotel,  Dulles  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  Virginia. 

Time:  Open  for  the  entire  meeting. 

Agenda:  To  evaluate  the  Groups’  Overview 
of  Cancer  Diagnosis  Meeting  and  to  make 
recommendations  for  future  overview 
meetings. 

Executive  Secretary:  Mr.  Louis  P.  Greenberg. 
Address:  Building  31,  Room  3A10,  National 
Institutes  of  Health. 

Phone:  301/496-1591. 

Dated:  August  23, 1976. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 

'  National  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.76-25690  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  RESEARCH 
RESOURCES  COUNCIL 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meeting  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Advisory  Research  Resources 
Council,  Division  of  Research  Resources, 
September  30-October  1.  1976,  Confer¬ 
ence  Room  #7,  Building  31,  National  In¬ 
stitutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20014. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  10:30  a.m.  to  recess  on  September 
30  for:  the  conduct  of  Council  business; 
the  report  of  the  Director,  DRR;  the  re¬ 
port  of  the  Deputy  Director,  DRR;  a 
presentation  entitled,  “Support  of  New 
Investigators  by  NTH”;  and  a  review  of 
the  functions  of  the  General  Clinical  Re¬ 
search  Centers  Program.  Attendance  by 
the  public  will  be  limited  to  space  avail¬ 
able. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  Sections  552(b)(4),  552(b)(5), 
and  552(b)(6),  Title  5,  U.S.  Code  and 
Section  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92-463,  the 
meeting  of  the  Council  will  be  closed  to 
the  public  on  October  1  from  8:30  a.m. 
to  adjournment  for  the  review,  discus¬ 
sion  and  evaluation  of  individual  initial 
pending,  supplemental,  renewal  grant 
applications,  and  Research  Career  De¬ 
velopment  Aw'ard  Program  applications. 
The  closed  portions  of  the  meeting  in¬ 
volve  solely  the  internal  expression  of 
views  and  judgments  of  committee  mem¬ 
bers  on  individual  grant  applications 
containing  detailed  research  protocols, 
designs,  and  other  technical  informa¬ 
tion  ;  financial  data  such  as  salaries ;  and 
personal  information  concerning  indi¬ 
viduals  associated  with  the  applications. 

Mr.  James  Augustine,  Information  Of¬ 
ficer,  Division  of  Research  Resources, 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Room 
5B39,  Building  31,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20014  (301)496-5545,  will  provide  sum¬ 
maries  of  the  meeting  and  rosters  of  the 
Council  members.  Dr.  James  F.  O'Don¬ 
nell,  Deputy  Director,  Division  of  Re¬ 
search  Resources,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Room  5B05,  Building  31,  Be¬ 
thesda,  Maryland  20014  (301)  496-6611, 
will  furnish  substantive  program  infor¬ 
mation. 
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(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  Nos.  13.306;  13.333;  13.337;  13.371;  13.- 
376;  National  Institutes  of  Health) 

Dated:  August  19, 1976. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 
[FR  Doc.76-25691  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am) 


BOARD  OF  SCIENTIFIC  COUNSELORS 
Amended  Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  change  in 
the  scientific  research  program  of  the 
Board  of  Scientific  Counselors,  Division 
of  Cancer  Biology  and  Diagnosis,  Na¬ 
tional  Cancer  Institute,  on  October  29- 
30.  1976,  which  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  August  10,  1976,  (41 
FR  33575). 

This  scientific  research  program  was 
to  have  been  presented  by  the  Labora¬ 
tory  of  Cell  Biology,  DCBD,  but  has  been 
changed  to  the  Laboratory  of  Pathology, 
DCBD. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
on  October  29,  1976,  from  9:00  a.m.  to 
5:00  p.m. 

Dated:  August  17,  1976. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau. 

Committee  Management  Offi¬ 
cer,  National  Institutes  of 
Health. 

[FR  Doc.76-25692  Fl>d  9-l-76;8:45  am) 


SYMPOSIUM  ON  BIOASSAY  MODELS  AND 
INHALATION  TOXICOLOGY 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  Sym¬ 
posium  on  Bioassay  Models  and  Inhala¬ 
tion  Toxicology  sponsored  by  the  Na¬ 
tional  Cancer  Institute,  October  20-22, 
1976,  at  the  Tampa  Airport  Resort, 
Tampa,  Florida. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  9  am  to  6  pm  on  October  20,  21, 
and  22  to  discuss  the  following  topics: 
1)  Improved  designs  for  exposure  devices 
for  animal  models  and  materials  being 
tested,  2)  Suitable  experimental  animal 
models,  3)  Identification  and  selection 
of  biological  endpoints,  4)  Definition 
and  characterization  of  monitoring  in¬ 
strumentation  and  procedures.  Attend¬ 
ance  by  the  public  will  be  limited  to 
space  available. 

Dr.  Gio  B.  Gori,  Deputy  Director, 
Division  of  Cancer  Cause  and  Preven¬ 
tion,  National  Cancer  Institute,  Build¬ 
ing  31,  Room  11A03,  Bethesda,  Mary¬ 
land,  20014,  (301)  496-6616,  will  provide 
additional  Information. 

Dated;  August  17,  1976. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Of¬ 
ficer,  National  Institute  of 
Health. 

|FR  Doc.76-25693  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am) 


WORKSHOP  ON  THE  REVIEW  OF  THE 
FIELD  OF  IMMUNOLOGY  FOR  APPLICA¬ 
TION  TO  CANCER  CAUSE  AND  PREVEN¬ 
TION 

Amendment  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  change  in 
the  meeting  time  and  place  of  the  work¬ 
shop,  sponsored  by  NCI,  which  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  July  23, 
1976  (41  FR  30378). 

This  workshop  was  to  have  convened 
at  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  on  September 
27,  1976,  Landow  Building,  Conference 
room  C-410,  but  has  been  changed  to 
10:30  am.  to  5:30  p.m.  on  September  27, 
1976,  Building  31,  Conference  room  8. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
from  10:30  am.  to  5:30  pm. 

Dated:  August  23,  1976. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 
|FR  Doe .76- 25688  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  ami 


AWARD  OF  RESEARCH  AND  TRAINING 
GRANTS 

General  Announcement 

The  National  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood 
Institute  announces  its  intent  to  exercise 
its  authority  to  award  certain  research 
and  training  grants  in  areas  of  high  pro¬ 
gram  interest  which  have  been  favorably 
recommended  for  support  after  review 
for  scientific  merit.  Authority  for  such 
action  has  been  granted  under  Section 
419A  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  287h) ,  as  amended  by  the  Health 
Research  and  Health  Services  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1976.  Such  provision  authorizes 
the  Director  of  the  Institute  to  award 
certain  grants  in  amounts  not  to  exceed 
$35,000  in  direct  costs  after  appropriate 
review  for  scientific  merit  but  without 
Council  review.  Consideration  for  such 
award  will  be  given  to  domestic  grants 
for  which; 

1.  The  amount  recommended  for  each 
budget  period  does  not  exceed  $35,000  for 
direct  costs, 

2.  The  scientific  merit  assigned  by  the 
initial  review  group  would  have  allowed 
for  funding  at  the  last  Council  meeting 
or,  it  is  expected,  would  allow  funding  at 
the  forthcoming  Council  meeting, 

3.  No  policy  problems  have  been 
identified,  e.g.,  ethical  issues,  hazardous 
experiments. 

Such  awards  shall  be  subject  to  all  other 
applicable  requirements  and  policies  gov¬ 
erning  research  and  training  grants,  in¬ 
cluding  the  regulations  set  forth  in  42 
CFR  Part  52. 

Dated:  August  19,  1976. 

.  Donald  S.  Fredrickson, 

Director,  National  Institutes 
of  Health. 

|FR  Doc.76-25687  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am) 


NATIONAL  ADVISORY  ALLERGY  AND 
INFECTIOUS  DISEASES  COUNCIL 

Amended  Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  changes  in 
in  the  meeting  dates  and  times  of  the 
“closed”  and  “open”  portions  of  the 
meeting  of  the  National  Advisory  Allergy 
and  Infectious  Diseases  Council.  Na¬ 
tional  Institute  of  Allergy  and  Infectious 
Diseases,  which  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  August  10,  1976  (41 
FR  Doc.  76-23192-155) . 

The  Council  was  to  have  convened  on 
September  30  and  adjourned  on  Octo¬ 
ber  2,  1976  but  has  been  changed  to  ad¬ 
journ  on  October  1, 1976. 

This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
on  September  30  from  12:30  p.m.  until 
recess,  and  on  October  1  from  8:30  am. 
until  12  noon,  and  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  on  September  30  from  9:00  a.m. 
until  12  noon,  and  on  October  1  from 
12:30  pm.  until  adjournment. 

Dated:  August  23, 1976. 

Suzanne  L.  Fremeau, 
Committee  Management  Officer, 
National  Institutes  of  Health. 

I  FR  Doc.76-25689  Filed  9-1-76;  8:45  am) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales  Registration 
[Docket  No.  N-76-626] 

ALMOND  HEIGHTS  PARK  ET  AL. 

Hearing 

In  the  matter  of:  Almond  Heights 
Park,  Dixie  Properties  Corporation,  Inc. 
and  Sims  R.  Davies,  Jr.,  President, 
OILSR  No.  0-4226-52-86,  No.  76-224-IS. 

Pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24 
CFR  1720.160(b).  Notice  is  hereby  given 
that:  1.  Almond  Heights  Park,  Dixie 
Properties  Corporation,  Inc.  and  Sims 
R.  Davies,  Jr.,  President,  authorized 
agent  and  officers,  hereinafter  referred 
to  as  “Respondent,”  being  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Interstate  Land  Sales 
Full  Disclosure  Act  (Pub.  90-448)  (15 
U.S.C.  1710  et  seq.)  received  a  Notice  of 
Proceedings  and  Opportunity  for  Hear¬ 
ing  issued  July  30,  1976,  which  was  sent 
to  the  developer  pursuant  to  15  U.S.C. 
1706(d),  24  CFR  1710  45(b)(1)  and 
and  1720.125  informing  the  developer  of 
information  obtained  by  the  Office  of 
Interstate  Land  Sales  Registration  al¬ 
leging  that  the  Statement  of  Record  and 
Property  Report  for  Almond  Heights 
Park,  located  in  Washington  County, 
Utah,  contain  untrue  statements  of  ma¬ 
terial  fact  or  omit  to  state  material  facts 
required  to  be  stated  therein  or  necessary 
to  make  the  statements  therein  not  mis¬ 
leading. 

2.  The  Respondent  filed  an  Answer  re¬ 
ceived  August  18, 1976,  in  response  to  the 
Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Opportunity 
for  Hearing. 
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3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  allegations 
contained  in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings 
and  Opportunity  for  Hearing. 

4.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CFR 
1720.160(d),  It  is  hereby  ordered.  That 
a  public  hearing  for  the  purpose  of  tak¬ 
ing  evidence  on  the  questions  set  forth  in 
the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Opportu¬ 
nity  for  Hearing  will  be  held  before 
Judge  James  W.  Mast,  in  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah,  at  a  place  to  be  determined,  on 
October  8, 1976  at  10  a.m. 

The  following  time  and  procedure  is 
applicable  to  such  hearing :  All  affidavits 
and  a  list  of  all  witnesses  are  requested 
to  be  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  HUD 
Building,  Room  10274,  Washington,  DC.. 
20410  on  or  before  September  17,  1976. 

6.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above 
scheduled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a  de¬ 
fault  and  the  proceedings  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  against  Respondent,  the  alle¬ 
gations  of  which  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
true,  and  an  order  Suspending  the  State¬ 
ment  of  Record,  herein  identified,  shall 
be  issued  pursuant  to  24  CFR  1710.45 
(b)(1). 

This  Notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  August  25, 1976. 

.  By  the  Secretary. 

James  W.  Mast, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

(FR  Doc.76-25785  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  ami 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Coast  Guard 

[CGD  76-1641 

EQUIPMENT,  CONSTRUCTION,  AND 

MATERIALS 

Approval  Notice 

1.  Certain  laws  and  regulations  (46 
CFR  Chapter  I)  require  that  various 
items  of  lifesaving,  firefighting  and  mis¬ 
cellaneous  equipment,  construction,  and 
materials  used  on  board  vessels  subject 
to  Coast  Guard  inspection,  on  certain 
motorboats  and  other  recreational  ves¬ 
sels,  and  on  the  artificial  islands  and 
fixed  structures  on  the  outer  Continental 
Shelf  be  of  types  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
mandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard.  The  purpose 
of  this  document  is  to  notify  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons  that  certain  approvals  have 
been  granted  as  herein  described  during 
the  period  from  June  8,  1976  to  June  24. 
1976  (List  No.  16-76) .  These  actions  were 
taken  in  accordance  with  the  procedures 
set  forth  in  46  CFR  2.75-1  to  2.75-50. 

2.  The  statutory  authority  for  equip¬ 
ment,  construction,  and  material  ap¬ 
provals  is  generally  set  forth  in  sections 
367,  375,  390b,  416,  481,  489,  526p,  and 
1333  of  Title  46,  United  States  Code,  sec¬ 
tion  1333  of  Title  43,  United  States  Code, 
and  section  198  of  Title  50,  United  States 
Code.  The  Secretary  of  Transportation 
has  delegated  authority  to  the  Comman¬ 


dant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  with  respect  to 
these  approvals  (49  CFR  1.46(b)).  The 
specifications  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
mandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  for  certain 
types  of  equipment,  construction,  and 
materials  are  set  forth  in  46  CFR  Parts 
160  to  164. 

3.  The  approvals  listed  in  this  docu¬ 
ment  shall  be  in  effect  for  a  period  of  5 
years  from  the  date  of  issuance,  unless 
sooner  cancelled  or  suspended  by  proper 
authority. 

Davits  for  Merchant  Vessels 

Approval  No.  160.032/204/0,  Type 
ORD/DHM  fixed  gravity  davit;  approved 
for  a  maximum  working  load  of  16,350 
lbs.  <8,175  lbs.  per  arm)  using  one-part 
falls;  identified  by  Schat  Davits,  Ltd. 
general  arrangement  drawing  F102819A 
(undated)  and  drawing  list  D402087A 
<Part  2)  (undated),  manufactured  by 
Watercraft  America,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  307, 
Mims,  Florida  32754,  effective  June  17. 
1976. 

Approval  No.  160.032/206/0,  Type  SS 
5000  survival  capsule  launching  system 
(winch-type) ;  approved  as  an  alternate 
to  a  lifeboat  davit  for  a  maximum  work¬ 
ing  load  of  17,000  lbs.  on  a  single-part 
fall;  identified  by  general  arrangement 
drawing  SS  5000,  dated  April  8,  1976  and 
drawing  list  dated  June  9,  1976,  elec¬ 
trical  components  determined  suitable 
for  use  in  Class  I,  Group  D  hazardous 
locations  as  defined  by  46  CFR  111.80-5, 
approved  for  installation  with  Lake 
Shore,  Inc.  Model  LS-1711E  lifeboat 
winch  (Approval  160.015/111/0  for  use 
on  artificial  islands,  fixed  structures,  and 
drilling  rigs,  both  self-propelled  and 
nonself -propelled,  manufactured  by 
Whittaker  Corporation,  5159  Baltimore 
Drive,  La  Mesa,  California  92041,  effec¬ 
tive  June  17, 1976. 

Life  Preservers,  Unicellular  Plastic 

Foam,  Adult  and  Child  for  Merchant 

Vessels 

Approval  No.  160.055/105/0,  adult 
X-large-non-standard  cloth  covered  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  life  preserver  con¬ 
structed  in  accordance  with  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  Specification  Subpart  160.055, 
drawing  No.  RRV-150  dated  February  2, 
1975,  bill  of  materials  dated  January  23, 
1975,  Coast  Guard  letter,  file  No.  5946/ 
160.055/105  dated  April  14,  1975  and 
Coast  Guard  letter,  file  No.  5946/160.055/ 
105  dated  June  23,  1976,  Type  V  PFD, 
approved  only  for  use  by  persons  engaged 
in  commercial  white  water  service  within 
the  U.S.A.,  manufactured  by  Stearns 
Manufacturing  Company,  P.O.  Box  1498, 
St.  Cloud,  Minnesota  56301,  effective 
June  24.  1976.  (It  supersedes  Approval 
No.  160.055/105/0  dated  May  12,  1975  to 
show  minor  change.) 

Approval  No.  160.055/106/0,  adult 
medium-non-standard  cloth  covered  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  life  preserver  con¬ 
structed  in  accordance  with  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  Specification  Subpart  160.055, 
drawing  No.  RRV-150  dated  February  2, 
1975,  bill  of  materials  dated  January  23, 
1975,  Coast  Guard  letter,  file  No.  5946/ 
160.055/105  dated  April  14,  1975  and 


Coast  Guard  letter,  file  No.  5946/160.055/ 
105  dated  June  23,  1976,  Type  V  PFD, 
approved  only  for  use  by  persons  engaged 
in  commercial  white  water  service  within 
the  U.S.A.,  manufactured  by  Steams 
Manufacturing  Company.  P.O.  Box  1498, 
St.  Cloud,  Minnesota  56301,  effective 
June  24,  1976.  (It  supersedes  Approval 
No.  160.055/106/0  dated  May  12,  1975  to 
show  minor  change.) 

Approval  No.  160.055/115/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  601,  vinyl  coated  unicellular 
plastic  foam  life  preserver,  manufac¬ 
tured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Speci¬ 
fication  Subpart  160.055,  Cal-June  draw¬ 
ing  No.  601  dated  June  21,  1976  and  bill 
of  materials  dated  May  21.  1976,  Type  I 
PFD,  manufactured  by  Cal-June  Corpo¬ 
ration,  P.O.  Box  9551,  North  Hollywood, 
California  91609,  effective  June  21,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.055/116/0,  child, 
Model  No.  603,  vinyl  coated  unicellular 
plastic  foam  life  preserver,  manufac¬ 
tured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Speci¬ 
fication  Subpart  160.055,  Cal-June  draw¬ 
ing  No.  603  dated  June  21,  1976  and  bill 
of  materials  dated  May  21,  1976,  Type  I 
PFD,  manufactured  by  Cal-June  Corpo¬ 
ration,  P.O.  Box  9551.  North  Hollywood. 
California  91609,  effective  June  21,  1976. 

Buoyant  Vests,  Unicellular  Polyethyl¬ 
ene  Foam  Adult  and  Child 

Approval  No.  160.060/25/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  AY-2,  cloth  covered  unicellu¬ 
lar  plastic  foam  “Buoyant  Vest”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.060  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  147,  Type  H  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Buddy  Schoellkopf 
Products,  Inc.,  4949  Joseph  Hardin  Drive, 
Dallas,  Texas  75236,  for  Red  Head  Brand 
Corporation,  4100  Platinum  Way.  Dallas, 
Texas  75207,  effective  June  24,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.060/26/0,  child  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  CYM-2,  cloth  covered 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Buoyant  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.060 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  147,  Type 
II  PFD,  manufactured  by  Buddy  Schoell¬ 
kopf  Products,  Inc.,  4949  Joseph  Hardin 
Drive.  Dallas,  Texas  75236,  for  Red 
Head  Brand  Corporation,  4100  Platinum 
Way,  Dallas.  Texas  75207,  effective  June 
24, 1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/27/0,  child  small 
Model  No.  CYS-2,  cloth  covered  unicel¬ 
lular  plastic  foam  “Buoyant  Vest”,  man¬ 
ufactured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.060  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  147,  Type  II  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Buddy  Schoellkopf 
Products,  Inc.,  4949  Joseph  Hardin  Drive. 
Dallas,  Texas  75236,  for  Red  Head  Brand 
Corporation,  4100  Platinum  Way,  Dallas, 
Texas  75207,  effective  June  24, 1976. 

Marine  Buoyant  Device 

Approval  No.  160.064/435/0,  adult  X- 
large,  Model  No.  ACG  800,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Ski  Vest”,  man¬ 
ufactured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  178,  Type  HI 
PFD,  manufactured  by  Fabrionics,  Inc., 
West  Austin  Street,  Tolono,  Illinois 
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61880,,  for  American  Marine  Products, 
Inc.,  240  W.  Shore  Drive,  Hinsdale,  Illi¬ 
nois  60521,  formerly  American  Cotton 
Yarns,  Inc.,  effective  June  22,  1976.  (It 
supersedes  Approval  No.  160.064/435/0 
dated  October  8,  1974  to  show  change  of 
name  of  distributor.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/436/0,  adult 
large.  Model  No.  ACG  700,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Ski  Vest”,  man¬ 
ufactured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  178,  Type  III  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Fabrionics,  Inc.,  West 
Austin  Street,  Tolono,  Illinois  61880,  for 
American  Marine  Products,  Inc.,  240  W. 
Shore  Drive,  Hinsdale,  Illinois  60521,  for¬ 
merly  American  Cotton  Yarns,  Inc.,  ef¬ 
fective  June  22,  1976.  (It  supersedes  Ap¬ 
proval  No.  160.064/436/0  dated  Octo¬ 
ber  8,  1974  to  show  change  of  name  of 
distributor.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/437/0,  adult  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  ACG  650,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Ski  Vest”,  man¬ 
ufactured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  178,  Type  III  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Fabrionics,  Inc.,  West 
Austin  Street,  Tolono,  Illinois  61880,  for 
American  Marine  Products,  Inc.,  240 
West  Shore  Drive,  Hinsdale,  Illinois 
60521,  formerly  American  Cotton  Yarns, 
Inc.,  effective  June  22,  1976.  (It  super¬ 
sedes  Approval  No.  160.064/437/0  dated 
October  8,  1974  to  show  change  of  name 
of  distributor.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/656/0,  adult  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  1000,  cloth  covered  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Sailing  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  78,  fac¬ 
tory  location:  3500  South  Morgan  Street, 
Chicago,  Illinois  60609,  Type  III  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Amrican  Marine  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Inc.,  240  Shore  Drive,  Hinsdale,  Il¬ 
linois  60521,  effective  June  21,  1976.  (It 
supersedes  Approval  No.  160.064/656/0 
dated  January  7,  1976  to  show  change 
of  factory  location.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/657/0,  adult 
large  Model  No.  2000,  cloth  covered  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Sailing  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  78,  fac¬ 
tory  location:  3500  South  Morgan  Street, 
Chicago,  Illinois  60609,  Type  III  PFD, 
manufactured  by  American  Marine 
Products,  Inc.,  240  Shore  Drive,  Hinsdale, 
Illinois  60521,  effective  June  21,  1976.  (It 
supersedes  Approval  No.  160.064/657/0 
dated  January  7,  1976  to  show  change  of 
factory  location.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/691/0.  child 
medium,  Model  No.  ACG  400,  vinyl 
dipped  unicellular  plastic  foam  “Ski 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  178,  Type 
III  PFD,  manufactured  by  Fabrionics, 
Inc.,  West  Austin  Street,  Tolono,  Illinois 
61880,  for  American  Marine  Products, 
Inc.,  240  W.  Shore  Drive,  Hinsdale,  Illi¬ 
nois  60521,  formerly  American  Cotton 
Yarns,  Inc.,  effective  June  22,  1976.  (It 


supersedes  Approval  No.  160.064/691/0 
dated  October  8,  1974  to  show  change  of 
name  of  distributor.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/820/0,  adult 
small,  Model  No.  CG  650,  cloth  covered 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski  Vest 
or  Sailing  Vest”,  manufactured  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification 
Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file 
No.  MQ  178,  factory  location:  3500  Sohth 
Morgan  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60609, 
Type  HI  PFD,  manufactured  by  Ameri¬ 
can  Marine  Products.  Inc.,  240  Shore 
Drive,  Hinsdale,  Illinois  60521,  effective 
June  21,  1976.  (It  supersedes  Approval 
No.  160.064/820/0  dated  January  21,  1975 
to  show  change  of  factory  location.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/821/0,  adult  me¬ 
dium,  Model  No.  CG  1500,  cloth  covered 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski  Vest 
or  Sailing  Vest”,  manufactured  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification 
Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file 
No.  MQ  178,  factory  location:  3500  South 
Morgan  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60609, 
Type  III  PFD,  manufactured  by  Ameri¬ 
can  Marine  Products,  Inc.,  240  Shore 
Drive,  Hinsdale,  Illinois  60521,  effective 
June  21,  1976.  (It  supersedes  Approval 
No.  160.064/821/0  dated  January  21, 1975 
to  show  change  of  factory  location.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/822/0,  adult 
large,  Model  No.  CG  2500,  cloth  covered 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski  Vest 
or  Sailing  Vest”,  manufactured  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification 
Subpart  160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file 
No.  MQ  178,  factory  location:  3500  South 
Morgan  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60609, 
Type  III  PFD,  manufactured  by  Amer¬ 
ican  Marine  Products,  Inc.,  240  Shore 
Drive,  Hinsdale,  Illinois  60521,  effective 
June  21,  1976.  (It  supersedes  Approval 
No.  160.064/822/0  dated  January  21,  1975 
to  show  change  of  factory  location.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/870/0,  adult, 
Model  No.  FJ-10,  cloth  covered  unicellu¬ 
lar  plastic  foam  “Floater  Jacket”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  178,  factory  loca¬ 
tion:  3500  South  Morgan  Street,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60609,  Type  III  PFD,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  American  Marine  Products,  Inc., 
240  Shore  Drive,  Hinsdale,  Illinois  60521, 
effective  June  21,  1976.  (It  superseded 
Approval  No.  160.064/870/0  dated  June  2, 
1975  to  show  change  of  factory  location.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/871/0,  adult, 
Model  No.  FJ-15,  cloth  covered  unicellu¬ 
lar  plastic  foam  “Floater  Jacket”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  178,  factory  loca¬ 
tion:  3500  South  Morgan  Street,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60609,  Type  III  PFD,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  American  Marine  Products,  Inc., 
240  Shore  Drive,  Hinsdale,  Illinois  6052 1. 
effective  June  21, 1976.  (It  supersedes  Ap¬ 
proval  No.  160.064/871/0  dated  June  2, 
1975  to  show  change  of  factory  location.) 

•  Approval  No.  160.064/872/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  FJ-20,  cloth  covered  unicellu¬ 
lar  plastic  foam  “Floater  Jacket”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  178,  factory  loca¬ 


tion:  3500  South  Morgan  Street,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60609,  Type  III  PFD,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  American  Marine  Products,  Inc., 
240  Shore  Drive,  Hinsdale,  Illinois  60521, 
effective  June  21,  1976.  (It  supersedes 
Approval  No.  160.064/872/0  dated  June  2, 
1975  to  show  change  of  factory  location.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/873/0,  adult, 
Model  No.  FJ-5,  cloth  covered  unicellu¬ 
lar  plastic  foam  “Floater  Jacket”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  178,  factory  loca¬ 
tion:  3500  South  Morgan  Street,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60609,  Type  III  PFD.  manufac¬ 
tured  by  American  Marine  Products,  Inc., 
240  Shore  Drive,  Hinsdale,  Illinois  60521, 
effective  June  21,  1976.  (It  supersedes 
Approval  No.  160.064/873/0  dated  June  2, 
1975  to  show  change  of  factory  location.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/1107/0,  18»/2 

inch.  Model  No.  A-18,  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Ring  Buoy”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  247,  factory  loca¬ 
tion:  1633  N.  Milwaukee  Avenue,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois  60647,  Type  IV  PFD,  manu¬ 
factured  by  The  Massalite  Company,  Box 
214,  Winnetka,  Illinois  60093,  effective 
June  23,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1108/0,  18  V2 

inch,  Model  No.  AFRB  18^,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Ring  Buoy”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  U.S. 
C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064  and 
UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  30,  Type  IV 
PFD,  manufactured  by  The  Massalite 
Company,  Box  214,  Winnetka,  Illinois 
60093,  for  Gladding  Corporation,  Flota¬ 
tion  Division,  P.O.  Box  8277,  Station  A, 
Greenville,  South  Carolina  29604,  effec¬ 
tive  June  23,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1125/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  SSV-700,  cloth  covered  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Kayak/Canoe 
Buoyant  Vest”,  manufactured  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart 
160.064  and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ 
29,  factory  locations:  Highway  10,  Sauk 
Rapids,  Minnesota  56301,  and  30th  and 
Division  Streets,  St.  Cloud,  Minnesota 
56301,  Type  III  PFD,  manufactured  by 
Stearns  Manufacturing  Company,  P.O. 
Box  1498,  St.  Cloud,  Minnesota  56301, 
effective  June  21,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1130/0,  child 
medium.  Model  No.  1400,  cloth  covered 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  24,  Type 
III  PFD,  manufactured  by  Quality  Built 
Products  Company,  Inc.,  1832  East  Com¬ 
mercial  Street,  Springfield,  Missouri 
65803,  effective  June  21,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1131/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  1400,  cloth  covered  unicellular 
plastic  foam  “Water  Ski  Vest”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  24,  Type  in  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Quality  Built  Products 
Company,  Inc.,  1832  East  Commercial 
Street,  Springfield,  Missouri  65803,  ef¬ 
fective  June  21,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1132/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  1400,  cloth  covered  unicellu- 
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lar  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski  Vest’’,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  24,  Type  in  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Quality  Built  Prod¬ 
ucts  Company,  Inc.,  1832  East  Commer¬ 
cial  Street,  Springfield,  Missouri  65803, 
effective  June  21, 1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1133/0,  adult, 
Model  No.  1400,  cloth  covered  unicellu¬ 
lar  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski  Vest”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  24,  Type  in  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Quality  Built  Prod¬ 
ucts  Company,  Inc.,  1832  East  Commer¬ 
cial  Street,  Springfield,  Missouri  65803, 
effective  June  21, 1976 

Approval  No.  160.064/1134/0,  adult, 
Model  No.  1400,  cloth  covered  unicellu¬ 
lar  plastic  foam  “Water  Ski  Vest”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  24,  Type  III  PFD, 
manufactured  by  Quality  Built  Prod¬ 
ucts  Company,  Inc.,  1832  East  Commer¬ 
cial  Street,  Springfield,  Missouri  65803, 
effective  June  21,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1135/0,  I8V2 
inch,  Model  No.  RB-18,  vinyl  dipped 
unicellular  plastic  foam  “Ring  Buoy”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  178,  Type 
IV  PFD,  manufactured  by  The  Massalite 
Company,  Box  214,  Winnetka,  Illinois 
60093,  for  American  Marine  Products, 
Inc.,  240  W.  Shore  Drive,  Hinsdale,  Il¬ 
linois  60521,  effective  June  23,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1146/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  16760,  vinyl  dipped  unicellu¬ 
lar  plastic  foam  “Recreational  Boating 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  27,  Type 
m  PFD,  manufactured  by  Texas  Recre¬ 
ation  Corporation,  Texas  Watercrafters 
Division,  P.O.  Drawer  539,  Wichita  Falls, 
Texas  76307,  for  Red  Head  Brand  Cor¬ 
poration,  4100  Platinum  Way,  Dallas, 
Texas  75207,  effective  June  22,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1147/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  6760,  vinyl  dipped  unicellular 
plastic  foam  “Recreational  Boating 
Vest”,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  28.  Type 
III  PFD,  manufactured  by  Texas  Recre¬ 
ation  Corporation,  Texas  Watercrafters 
Division,  P.O.  Drawer  539,  Wichita  Falls, 
Texas  76307,  for  Buddy  Schoellkopf 
Products,  Inc.,  4949  Joseph  Hardin 
Drive,  Dallas,  Texas  75236,  effective  June 

22, 1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1148/0,  adult, 
Model  No.  2232454-552,  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Sail  ‘N’  Ski  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  15,  Type 
m  PFD,  manufactured  by  Texas  Recrea¬ 
tion  Corporation,  Texas  Watercrafters 
Division,  P.O.  Drawer  539,  Wichita  Falls, 
Texas  76307,  for  Crawford  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Company,  Third  and  Decatur  Streets, 
Richmond,  Virginia  23261,  effective  June 

22, 1976. 


Approval  No.  160.064/1149/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  2232454-552,  vinyl  dipped  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Sail  ‘N’  Ski  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  15,  Type 
HI  PFD,  manufactured  by  Texas  Recrea¬ 
tion  Corporation,  Texas  Watercrafters 
Division,  P.O.  Drawer  539,  Wichita  Falls, 
Texas  76307,  for  Crawford  Manufactur¬ 
ing  Company,  Third  and  Decatur  Streets, 
Richmond,  Virginia  23261,  effective  June 

22, 1976. 

Safety  Valves  (Power  Boilers) 

Approval  No.  162.001/294/0,  safety 
valve  Type  1905;  L  orifice;  carbon  steel 
spring;  body  and  bonnet  material  speci¬ 
fication  ASTM  A-216,  Grade  WCB;  3" 
inlet  and  4"  outlet  150  lbs.  ANSI  flanges, 
maximum  temperature  450°  F.,  maxi¬ 
mum  pressure  235  p.s.i.g.,  manufactured 
by  DRESSER,  Industrial  Valve  &  Instru¬ 
ment  Division,  P.O.  Box  1430,  Alexandria, 
Louisiana  71301,  effective  June  24,  1976. 

Approval  No.  162.001/295/0,  safety 
valve  Type  1905;  P  orifice;  carbon  steel 
spring;  body  and  bonnet  material  speci¬ 
fication  ASTM  A-216,  Grade  WCB;  3" 
inlet  and  4"  outlet  150  lb.  ANSI  flanges, 
maximum  temperature  450°  F.,  maxi¬ 
mum  pressure  235  p.s.i.g.,  manufactured 
by  DRESSER,  Industrial  Valve  &  Instru¬ 
ment  Division,  P.O.  Box  1430,  Alexandria, 
Louisiana  71301,  effective  June  24,  1976. 

Flame  Arresters  for  Tank  Vessels 

Approval  No.  162.016/30/2,  Oceco  Type 
E21B  flame  arrester,  cast  iron  body,  fixed 
bank  assembly,  aluminum  arrester 
plates,  bolted  end  covers,  approved  for 
sizes  3",  4",  6",  8",  and  10",  formerly 
with  extensible  bank  assembly,  dwg.  No. 
HOC-195-A,  manufactured  by  The  John¬ 
ston  &  Jennsings  Company,  4700  West 
Division  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois  60651, 
effective  June  17,  1976.  (It  is  an  exten¬ 
sion  of  Approval  No.  162.016/30/2  dated 
May  19,  1971.) 

Pressure  Vacuum  Relief  Valves  for 
Tank  Vessels 

Approval  No.  162.017/63/0,  Morrison 
Fig.  153B  pressure- vacuum  relief  valve, 
atmospheric  pattern,  weight-loaded  pres¬ 
sure  and  vacuum  poppets,  all  brass  con¬ 
struction,  dwg;  B-4584-0,  dated  May  24, 
1961,  revised  May  17,  1976  and  B-4585-0, 
revised  May  18,  1976,  approved  for  size 
2  Vi",  body  material — ASTM  B-584  Alloy 
#836,  manufactured  by  Morrison  Broth¬ 
ers  Company,  Dubuque,  Iowa  52001,  ef¬ 
fective  June  17,  1976.  (It  is  an  extension 
of  Approval  No.  162.017/63/0  dated  June 
25,  1971.) 

Backfire  Flame  Control,  Gasoline  En¬ 
gines;  Flame  Arresters;  for  Mer¬ 
chant  Vessels  and  Motorboats 

Approval  No.  162.041/169/1,  Model 
980033  backfire  flame  arrester,  “Lyfan- 
ite”  finished  aluminum  body  and  ele¬ 
ments,  5 Vie"  diameter  base,  surface 
finish  has  been  changed  from  anodized 
gold  to  “Lyfanite”,  base  height  raised 
from  0.69  in.  to  0.82  in.,  manufactured 
by  Outboard  Marine  Corporation,  3145 


Central  Avenue,  Waukegan,  Illinois 
60085,  effective  June  8,  1976.  (It  super¬ 
sedes  Approval  No.  162.041/169/0  dated 
March  8,  1974.) 

Dated:  August  25,  1976. 

W.  M.  Benkert, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Merchant  Ma¬ 
rine  Safety. 

| FR  Doc.76-25727  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am) 


l  COD  76  163] 

EQUIPMENT,  CONSTRUCTION,  AND 
MATERIALS 

Approval  Notice 

1.  Certain  laws  and  regulations  (46 
CFR  Chapter  I)  require  that  various 
items  of  lifesaving,  firefighting  and  mis¬ 
cellaneous  equipment  construction,  and 
materials  used  on  board  vessels  subject 
to  Coast  Guard  inspection,  on  certain 
motorboats  and  other  recreational  ves¬ 
sels,  and  on  the  artificial  islands  and 
fixed  structures  on  the  outer  Continental 
Shelf  be  of  types  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
mandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  document  is  to  notify  all  in¬ 
terested  persons  that  certain  approvals 
have  been  granted  as  herein  described 
during  the  period  from  May  13,  1976  to 
June  8,  1976  (List  No.  15-76).  TTiese  ac¬ 
tions  were  taken  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  46  CFR  2.75-1  to 
2.75-.50. 

2.  The  statutory  authority  for  equip¬ 
ment,  construction,  and  material  ap¬ 
provals  is  generally  set  forth  in  sections 
367,  375,  390b,  416,  481,  489,  526p,  and 
1333  of  Title  46,  United  States  Code,  sec¬ 
tion  1333  of  Title  43,  United  States  Code, 
and  section  198  of  Title  50,  United  States 
Code.  The  Secretary  of  Transportation 
has  delegated  authority  to  the  Comman¬ 
dant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  with  respect  to 
these  approvals  (49  CFR  1.46(b)).  The 
specifications  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
mandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  for  certain 
types  of  equipment,  construction,  and 
materials  are  set  forth  in  46  CFR  Parts 
160  to  164. 

3.  The  approvals  listed  in  this  docu¬ 
ment  shall  be  in  effect  for  a  period  of  5 
years  from  the  date  of  issuance,  unless 
sooner  cancelled  or  suspended  by  proper 
authority. 

Lifeboat  Winches  for  Merchant  Vessels 

Approval  No.  160.015/89/0,  Type  W- 
70-P  lifeboat  winch;  approval  limited  to 
mechanical  components  only,  and  for  a 
maximum  working  load  of  7,000  pounds 
pull  at  the  drums  (3,500  pounds  per  fall) ; 
identified  by  general  arrangement  draw¬ 
ing  No.  WA-9089,  Rev.  A  dated  May  17, 
1966,  and  drawing  list  dated  October  4, 
1966,  manufactured  by  Carroll  Engineer¬ 
ing  Company,  313  State  Street,  Box  711, 
Perth  Amboy,  New  Jersey  08862,  effec¬ 
tive  June  1,  1976.  (It  is  an  extension  of 
Approval  No.  160.015/89/0  dated  Au¬ 
gust  24, 1971.) 

Approval  No.  160.015/90/0,  Type  CW- 
14  lifeboat  winch,  approval  is  limited  to 
mechanical  components  only,  and  for  a 
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maximum  working  load  of  12,500  pounds 
pull  at  the  drums  (6,2.50  pounds  per  fall) , 
identified  by  general  arrangement  draw¬ 
ing  No.  WA-9114,  Rev.  A  dated  July  22, 
1966,  or  No.  WA-9115,  Rev.  A  dated 
July  25,  1966,  and  drawing  list  dated 
September  23,  1966,  galvanic  protection 
of  aluminum  gear  case  requires  assembly 
with  stainless  steel  bolts,  nuts,  washers, 
and  threaded  inserts,  manufactured  by 
Carroll  Engineering  Company,  313  State 
Street,  Box  711,  Perth  Amboy,  New  Jer¬ 
sey  08862,  effective  June  1,  1976.  (It  is 
an  extension  of  Approval  No.  160.015/ 
90,  0  dated  August  23, 1971.) 

Sea  Anchors,  Lifeboat 

Approval  No.  160.019/15/0,  Sea  Anchor 
Model  No.  929,  U.S.C.G.  drawing  No. 
MMI-562  and  Specification  dated  No¬ 
vember  1,  1943,  revised  August  24,  1944 
and  Company  drawing  dated  August  10, 
1971,  made  with  a  nylon,  vinyl  coated 
fabric  conforming  to  MIL-C-20696,  Type 
II,  Class  2,  yellow,  webbing  is  2"  poly¬ 
propylene,  ultraviolet  unhibited  con¬ 
forming  to  U.S.C.G.  Specifications  160.- 
002,  160.047,  160.052  and  160.060,  manu¬ 
factured  by  Cal-June  Corporation,  P.O. 
Box  9551,  North  Hollywood,  California 
91606,  effective  June  1,  1976.  (It  is  an 
extension  of  Approval  No.  160.019/15/0 
dated  August  25, 1971.) 

Davits  for  Merchant  Vessels 

Approval  No.  160.032/169/0,  gravity 
davit,  Type  LG-13-2G,  approved  for  a 
maximum  working  load  of  13,000  pounds 
per  set  (6,500  pounds  per  arm)  using 
2-part  falls;  identified  by  general  ar¬ 
rangement  dwg.  DA-9080,  Rev.  A  dated 
July  20,  1966,  and  drawing  list  dated 
September  21,  1966,  limited  to  installa¬ 
tion  with  A-frame  inboard  connection, 
manufactured  by  Carroll  Engineering 
Company,  313  State  Street,  Box  711, 
Perth  Amboy,  New  Jersey  08862,  effective 
June  1,  1976.  (It  is  an  extension  of  Ap¬ 
proval  No.  160.032/169/0  dated  Au¬ 
gust  23, 1971.) 

Approval  No.  160.032/172/0,  gravity 
davit,  Type  LG-125-1G,  approved  for  a 
maximum  working  load  of  12,500  pounds 
per  set  (6,250  pounds  per  arm)  using  1- 
part  falls ;  identified  by  general  arrange¬ 
ment  dwg.  DA-9099,  Rev.  B  dated  Au¬ 
gust  2,  1966,  and  drawing  list  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  23,  1966,  limited  to  installations 
with  A-frame  inboard  connection,  manu¬ 
factured  by  Carroll  Engineering  Com¬ 
pany,  313  State  Street,  Box  711,  Perth 
Amboy,  New  Jersey  08862,  effective  June 
1,  1976.  (It  is  an  extension  of  Approval 
No.  160.032/172/0  dated  August  23,  1971. 

Lifeboats 

Approval  No.  160.035/484/0,  27.89’  x 
9.74'  x  4.07'  fibrous  glass  reinforced  plas¬ 
tic  (FRP),  totally  enclosed  motor-pro¬ 
pelled  lifeboat,  without  radio  cabin  or 
searchlight  (Class  1) ,  58-person  capacity, 
identified  by  general  arrangement  and 
instruction  plan  8.5EL-1,  issue  2,  dated 
March  16,  1976,  and  8.5  meter  (28  ft.) 
enclosed  lifeboat  approved  drawing  list 
dated  May  27,  1976,  46  CPR  160.035-13 
(c)  Marking,  Weights:  Condition  “A”= 
8,700  pounds;  Condition  “B”=20,045 


pounds,  manufactured  by  Watercraft 
America,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  307,  Mims,  Flor¬ 
ida  32754,  effective  June  4,  1976. 

Buoys,  Life,  Ring,  Unicellular  Plastic 

Approval  No.  160.050/94/0,  30-inch, 
coated  unicellular  plastic  foam  ring  life 
buoy,  manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.050, 
Massalite  Company  drawing  dated 
February  20,  1976,  dimension  and  speci¬ 
fication  of  Massalite  Company  30-inch 
ring  life  buoy  dated  February  20,  1976, 
procedure  covering  production  dated 
February  20.  1976,  bill  of  materials  dated 
February  20,  1976  and  description  of  es¬ 
sential  materials  dated  February  20, 1976, 
Type  IV  PFD,  manufactured  by  The 
Massalite  Company,  Box  214,  Winnetka, 
Illinois  60093,  for  Revere  Survival  Prod¬ 
ucts  Company,  Inc.,  1030  Grand  Boule¬ 
vard.  Deer  Park.  New  York  11729,  effec¬ 
tive  June  3,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.050/95/0,  24-inch 
unicellular  plastic  foam  ring  lifebuoy, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  U.S. 
C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.505.  Mas¬ 
salite  Company  drawing,  dimensions  and 
specifications  of  24-inch  buoy,  procedure 
covering  production,  bill  of  materials  and 
description  of  essential  materials,  all 
dated  February  20,  1976,  Type  IV  PFD, 
manufactured  by  The  Massalite  Com¬ 
pany,  Box  214,  Winnetka,  Illinois  60093, 
for  American  Marine  Products,  240  Shore 
Drive,  Hinsdale,  Illinois  60521,  effective 
June  3,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.050/96/0,  30-inch 
unicellular  plastic  form  ring  life  buoy, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  U.S. 
C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.050,  Mas¬ 
salite  Company  drawing,  dimensions  and 
specifications  of  30 -inch  ring  buoy,  pro¬ 
cedure  covering  production,  bill  of  ma¬ 
terials  and  description  of  essential  ma¬ 
terials.  all  dated  February  20,  1976,  Type 
IV  PFD,  manufactured  by  The  Massalite 
Company,  Box  214,  Winnetka,  Illinois 
60093,  for  American  Marine  Products, 
240  Shore  Drive,  Hinsdale,  Illinois  60521, 
effective  June  3,  1976. 

Work  Vests,  Unicellular  Plastic  Foam 

Approval  No.  160.053/35/0,  adult.  Mod¬ 
el  No.  IWV-220,  cloth  covered  unicel¬ 
lular.  plastic  foam  work  vest,  manufac¬ 
tured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Speci¬ 
fication  Subpart  160.053,  Stearns  Draw¬ 
ing  No.  IWV-220  dated  February  20, 1976, 
bill  of  materials  dated  April  28,  1976  and 
Coast  Guard  letters,  file  No.  5946/160.- 
053/gen  dated  March  18,  1975  and  file 
No.  5946/160.053/35  dated  June  9.  1976, 
Type  V  PFD,  manufactured  by  Stearns 
Manufacturing  Company,  P.O.  Box  1498, 
St.  Cloud,  Minnesota  56301,  effective 
June  8,  1976. 

Life  Preservers,  Unicellular  Plastic 

Foam,  Adult  and  Child  for  Merchant 

Vessels 

Approval  No.  160.055/102/0,  adult,  non¬ 
standard  cloth  covered  unicellular  plas¬ 
tic  foam  life  preserver,  manufactured  in 
accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification 
Subpart  160.055,  Coast  Guard  letters,  file 
No.  5946/160.055/102,  dated  February  12, 


1974,  July  14,  1975  and  June  7,  1976, 
Maravia  drawing  numbers  40-1025 
(sheets  1  thru  7),  TD-006,  TD-007,  TD- 
008,  TD-009,  TD-011  and  TD-015,  Type 
V  PFD,  approved  only  for  use  by  per¬ 
sons  engaged  in  commercial  white  water 
service  within  the  U.S.A.,  manufactured 
by  Maravia  Corporation,  857  Thornton 
Street,  San  Leandro,  California  94577, 
effective  June  3,  1976.  (It  supersedes  Ap¬ 
proval  No.  160.055/102/0  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  2,  1975  to  show  minor  modification 
to  construction.) 

Approval  No.  160.055/107/0,  child,  non¬ 
standard  cloth  covered  unicellular  plastic 
foam  life  preserver,  manufactured  in 
accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification 
Subpart  160.055,  Coast  Guard  letter  file 
No.  5946/160.055/107  dated  June  7,  1976, 
Maravia  drawing  numbers  40-1035 
(sheets  1  thru  5),  TD-017,  TD  019,  TD- 
018  and  TD-025,  Type  V  PFD.  approved 
only  for  use  by  persons  weighing  50  to  90 
pounds  when  engaged  in  commercial 
white  water  service  within  the  U.S. A., 
manufactured  by  Maravia  Corporation, 
857  Thornton  Street,  San  Leandro,  Cali¬ 
fornia  92577,  effective  June  3,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.055/111/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  8150,  vinyl  dipped  unicellular 
plastic  foam  life  preserver,  manufactured 
in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specifica¬ 
tion  Subpart  160.055  and  drawing  No. 
8150/3/76  (2  sheets),  Type  I  PFD,  manu¬ 
factured  by  Atlantic-Pacific  Manufac¬ 
turing  Corporation,  124  Atlantic  Avenue, 
Brooklyn,  New  York  11201,  effective 
May  25,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.055/112/0,  child. 
Model  8151,  vinyl  dipped  unicellular  plas¬ 
tic  foam  life  preserver,  manufactured  in 
accordance  with  U.S.C.G.  Specification 
Subpart  160.055  and  drawing  No.  8151/ 
3/76  (2  sheets).  Type  I  PFD,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Atlantic-Pacific  Manufacturing 
Corporation,  124  Atlantic  Avenue, 
Brooklyn,  New  York  11201,  effective 
May  25,  1976. 

Marine  Buoyant  Device 

Approval  No.  160.064/732/0,  child 
small,  Model  No.  6632,  cloth  covered  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Buoyant  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  file  No.  MQ  47,  Type 
II  PFD,  manufactured  by  Medalist  Water 
Sports,  11525  Sorrento  Valley  Road,  San 
Diego,  California  92121,  effective  May  21, 
1976.  (It  supersedes  Approval  No.  160.- 
064/732/0  dated  March  31,  1976  to  show 
correct  PFD  type.) 

Approval  No.  160.064/1086/0,  adult, 
Model  No.  CBVS,  cloth  covered  unicellu¬ 
lar  plastic  foam  “Boating  Vest”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  3,  factory  loca¬ 
tion:  912  N.  Beverly  Drive,  Wichita  Falls, 
Texas  76307,  Type  III  PFD,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Texas  Recreation  .Corporation, 
Texas  Watercrafters  Division,  P.O. 
Drawer  539,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas  76307, 
effective  May  25,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1087/0,  adult, 
Model  No.  CBVM,  cloth  covered  unicel¬ 
lular  plastic  foam  “Boating  Vest”,  manu- 
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factored  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  3,  factory  loca¬ 
tion:  912  N.  Beverly  Drive,  Wichita  Palls, 
Texas  76307,  Type  m  PPD,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Texas  Recreation  Corporation, 
Texas  Watercrafters  Division,  P.O. 
Drawer  539,  Wichita  Palls,  Texas  76307, 
effective  May  25,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1088/0,  adult. 
Model  No.  CBVL,  cloth  covered  unicellu¬ 
lar  plastic  foam  “Boating  Vest”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  file  No.  MQ  3,  factory  loca¬ 
tion:  912  N.  Beverly  Drive,  Wichita  Palls, 
Texas  76307,  Type  in  PPD,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Texas  Recreation  Corporation, 
Texas  Watercrafters  Division,  P.O. 
Drawer  539,  Wichita  Falls,  Texas  76307, 
effective  May  25,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1089/0,  adult, 
Model  No.  CBVXL,  cloth  covered  unicel¬ 
lular  plastic  foam  “Boating  Vest”,  manu¬ 
factured  in  accordance  with  U.S.C.G. 
Specification  Subpart  160.064  and  UL/ 
MD  report  filed  No.  MQ  3,  factory  loca¬ 
tion:  912  N.  Beverly  Drive,  Wichita  Palls, 
Texas  76307,  Type  III  PPD,  manufac¬ 
tured  by  Texas  Reci-eation  Corporation, 
Texas  Watercrafters  Division,  P.O. 
Drawer  539,  Wichita  Palls,  Texas  76307, 
effective  May  25,  1976. 

Approval  No.  160.064/1091/0,  adult, 
Model  No.  CBVXXL,  cloth  covered  uni¬ 
cellular  plastic  foam  “Boating  Vest”, 
manufactured  in  accordance  with 
U.S.C.G.  Specification  Subpart  160.064 
and  UL/MD  report  filed  No.  MQ  3,  fac¬ 
tory  location:  912  N.  Beverly  Drive, 
Wichita  Palls,  Texas  76307,  Type  III 
PFD,  manufactured  by  Texas  Recreation 
Corporation,  Texas  Watercrafters  Divi¬ 
sion,  P.O.  Drawer  539,  Wichita  Falls, 
Texas  76307,  effective  May  25,  1976. 

Floating  Electric  Water  Light 

Approval  No.  161.010/3/2,  Automatic 
Lite  Company,  Save-U-Lite,  Model 
WL001  floating  electric  water  light  with 
mounting  bracket,  manufactured  by 
Automatic  Lite  Company,  900  N.  Iris 
Avenue,  Baltimore,  Maryland  21205,  ef¬ 
fective  May  25,  1976.  (It  supersedes  Ap¬ 
proval  No.  161.010/3/1  dated  March  18, 
1975  to  show  revision.) 

Approval  No.  161.010/5/1,  Model  S1307 
Seastar  Distress  Marker,  floating  elec¬ 
tric  water  light,  manufactured  by  Soder- 
berg  Manufacturing  Company.  Inc., 
20821  Currier  Road,  Walnut,  California 
91789,  effective  May  26,  1976.  (It  super¬ 
sedes  Approval  No.  161.010/5/0  dated 
November  4,  1974  to  show  revision.) 

Halon  1301  Fixed  Fire  Extinguishing 
System 

Approval  No.  162.029/7/0,  Halex  1301 
Model  8.5,  pre-engineered  Halon  1301 
marine  type  extinguishing  system  unit 
type,  identical  to  that  described  in  Un¬ 
derwriters  Laboratories,  Inc.  report  file 
EX2988  dated  September  29,  1975,  ap¬ 
proved  for  use  on  recreational  boats  and 
certain  other  uninspected  vessels,  manu¬ 
factured  by  Automatic  Sprinkler  Cor¬ 


poration  of  America,  Division  of  A-T-O 
Inc.,  1000  East  Edgerton  Road,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio  44174,  formerly  Norris  Indus¬ 
tries,  effective  May  13,  1976.  (It  super¬ 
sedes  Approval  No.  162.029/7/0  dated 
October  20, 1975  to  show  change  of  name 
and  address  of  manufacturer.) 

Approval  No.  162.029/8/0,  Halex  1301 
Model  17,  pre-engineered  Halon  1301 
marine  type  extinguishing  system  unit, 
type,  identical  to  that  described  in  Un¬ 
derwriters  Laboratories,  Inc.  report  file 
EX2988  dated  September  29,  1975,  ap¬ 
proved  for  use  on  recreational  boats  and 
certain  other  uninspected  vessels,  manu¬ 
factured  by  Automatic  Sprinkler  Cor¬ 
poration  of  America,  Division  of  A-T-O 
Inc.,  1000  East  Edgerton  Road,  Cleveland, 
Ohio  44147,  formerly  Norris  Industries, 
effective  May  13, 1976.  (It  supersedes  Ap¬ 
proval  No.  162.029/8/0  dated  October  20, 
1975  to  show  change  of  name  and  ad¬ 
dress  of  manufacturer.) 

Approval  No.  162.029/9/0,  Halex  1301 
Model  25,  pre-engineered  Halon  1301 
marine  type  extinguishing  system  unit 
type,  identical  to  that  described  in  Un¬ 
derwriters  Laboratories,  Inc.  report  file 
EX2988  dated  September  29,  1975,  ap¬ 
proved  for  use  on  recreational  boats  and 
certain  other  uninspected  vessels,  manu¬ 
factured  by  Automatic  Sprinkler  Cor¬ 
poration  of  America,  Division  of  A-T-O 
Inc.,  1000  East  Edgerton  Road,  Cleveland, 
Ohio  44147,  formerly  Norris  Industries, 
effective  May  13, 1976.  (It  supersedes  Ap¬ 
proval  No.  162.029/9/0  dated  October  20, 
1975  to  show  change  of  name  and  ad¬ 
dress  of  manufacturer.) 

Approval  No.  162.029/10/0,  Halex  1301 
Model  33,  pre-engineered  Halon  1301 
marine  type  extinguishing  system  unit 
type,  identical  to  that  described  in  Un¬ 
derwriters  Laboratories,  Inc.  report  file 
EX2988  dated  September  29,  1975,  ap¬ 
proved  for  use  on  recreational  boats  and 
certain  other  uninspected  vessels,  manu¬ 
factured  by  Automatic  Sprinkler  Cor¬ 
poration  of  America,  Division  of  A-T-O 
Inc.,  1000  East  Edgerton  Road,  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio  44147,  formerly  Norris  In¬ 
dustries,  effective  May  13, 1976.  (It  super¬ 
sedes  Approval  No.  162.029/10/0  dated 
October  20, 1975  to  show  change  of  name 
and  address  of  manufacturer.) 

Structural  Insulations  for  Merchant 
Vessels  — 

Approval  No.  164.007/40/0,  “Therma- 
flber  Felt”  mineral  wool  type  structural 
insulation  identical  to  that  described  in 
National  Bureau  of  Standards  Test  Re¬ 
port  PR  3812  dated  July  12,  1972,  ap¬ 
proved  without  any  other  insulating 
material  to  meet  Class  A-60  require¬ 
ments  in  a  3  inch  thickness  with  a  den¬ 
sity  of  7  pounds  per  cubic  foot,  and  a 
4  inch  thickness  with  a  density  of  6 
pounds  per  cubic  foot,  plant  locations: 
Corsicana,  Texas;  South  Plainfield,  New 
Jersey;  Torrance,  California;  Wabash, 
Indiana;  Tacoma,  Washington;  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Alabama,  manufactured  by 
United  States  Gypsum  Company,  1000 
East  Northwest  Highway,  Des  Plaines, 
Illinois  60016,  effective  May  27,  1976.  (It 
supersedes  Approval  No.  164.007/40/0 


dated  April  11,  1976  to  show  minor 
change.) 

Dated:  August  25, 1976. 

W.  M.  Benkert, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Chief,  Office  of  Merchant  Ma¬ 
rine  Safety. 

|FR  Doc.76-25728  Plied  9-1-76; 8:45  am) 


Federal  Aviation  Administration 

AIRCRAFT  SEPARATION  ASSURANCE 
PROGRAM 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  an¬ 
nounce  a  Consultative  Planning  Con¬ 
ference  on  the  PAA  Aircraft  Separa¬ 
tion  Assurance  Program.  (The  establish¬ 
ment  of  annual  consultative  planning 
procedures  was  originally  documented 
and  publicized  in  33  FR  1905,  dated  De¬ 
cember  24,  1968,  and  35  FR  17798,  dated 
November  19,  1970.) 

The  Department  of  Transportation 
announces  that  this  two-day  confer¬ 
ence  will  commence  at  9:00  a.m.  on  Sep¬ 
tember  27,  1976,  in  conference  room 
2230,  DOT  Headquarters  Building,  400 
7th  Street,  SW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20590. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  and  persons  who  wish  to  present 
views  on  the  topics  to  be  discussed  may 
do  so  by  submitting  their  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to: 

Associate  Administrator  for  Policy  Develop¬ 
ment  and  Review  (Acting),  Attention: 
ASP-10,  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
800  Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20591. 

In  addition,  persons  who  wish  to  attend 
the  meeting  may  submit  their  written 
views  at  that  time  or  following  the  meet¬ 
ing  not  later  than  a  date  which  will  be 
given  at  the  meeting. 

The  FAA  Aircraft  Separation  Assur¬ 
ance  Program  is  a  broad  exploratory 
and  development  program  involving 
many  aspects  which  are  of  interest  to 
most  persons  and  organizations  in  the 
aviation  community  and  the  general 
public.  Some  of  these  aspects  may  have  a 
substantial  economic  impact  on  those  in 
aviation  and/or  the  general  taxpayer. 
The  main  purpose  of  this  conference  is 
to  present  to  and  to  solicit  comments 
from  the  aviation  community  and  the 
general  public  on  what  the  PAA  is  doing, 
considering,  developing,  and  exploring 
to  increase  separation  assurance. 

Topics:  The  following  topics  will  be 
discussed  as  they  pertain  to  the  Air¬ 
craft  Separation  Assurance  Program : 

1.  Procedural  Improvements 

2.  Regulatory  Changes 

3.  Hardware  Systems 

4.  Planning  Standards 

5.  Systems  Improvements 

P.  A.  Meister, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Policy 
Development  and  Review  ( Acting ) . 

August  25,  1976. 

(FR  Doc.76-25822  Filed  9-1-76:8:46  am) 
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National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

JEEP  CORP.  ET  AL. 

Denials  of  Petitions  To  Commence 
Rulemaking 

This  notice  sets  forth  the  reasons  for. 
denial  of  three  petitions  for  rulemaking 
to  initiate  or  amend  Federal  motor  ve¬ 
hicle  safety  standards  promulgated  under 
authority  of  section  103  of  the  National 
Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act  (15 
U.S.C.  1391  et  seq.) .  This  notice  is  pub¬ 
lished  in  accordance  with  section  124  of 
the  Act,  which  provides  that  the  Na¬ 
tional  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Ad¬ 
ministration  must  grant  or  deny  such 
petitions  within  120  days,  and  “If  the 
Secretary  denies  such  petition  he  shall 
publish  in  the  Federal  Register  his  rea¬ 
sons  for  such  denial’’  (section  124(d)). 

Jeep  Corporation  ( March  9,  1976). 
Petition  to  amend  Standard  No.  301-75, 
Fuel  System  Integrity,  to  permit  the  re¬ 
moval  of  “work-performing  accessories” 
before  performing  compliance  testing 
pursuant  to  the  standard.  Jeep’s  petition 
was  denied  because  such  an  amendment 
would  violate  section  108  of  the  Motor 
Vehicle  and  Schoolbus  Safety  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1974  (15  U.S.C.  1392  note), 
which  directed  that  the  fuel  system 
integrity  standard  take  effect  in  the 
form  in  which  it  lias  been  most  recently 
published. 

Truck  Safety  Equipment  Institute 
(.TSEI)  ( May  1, 1976 ) .  Petition  to  amend 
Standard  No.  108,  Lamps,  Reflective  De¬ 
vices,  and  Associated  Equipment,  to  raise 
the  maximum  permissible  candlepower 
output  limitation  for  rear-mounted 
single  compartment  lighting  devices. 
TSEI’s  petition  was  denied  because  the 
existing  limit  represents  the  maximum 
desirable  in  terms  of  ocular  comfort,  and 
any  higher  value  limit  would  create 
driver  distraction  from  glare,  with  re¬ 
sulting  annoyance  or  danger. 

Society  of  the  Plastics  Industry  ( No¬ 
vember  19,  1975).  Petition  to  amend 
Standard  No.  205,  Glazing  Materials,  to 
permit  the  use  of  the  DOT  symbol  and 
code  number  by  glazing  fabricators  in 
satisfaction  of  their  responsibility  to 
certify  compliance.  The  Society’s  peti¬ 
tion  was  denied  because  the  NHTSA  has 
experienced  no  difficulty  in  distinguish¬ 
ing  the  manufacturer’s  from  the  fabrica¬ 
tor’s  certification  and  marking  responsi¬ 
bilities  and  could  not  justify  amendment 
of  the  standard. 

(Sec.  103,  119,  Pub.  L.  89-563.  80  Stat.  718 
(15  U.S.C.  1392,  1407);  Sec.  106  Pub.  L.  93- 
492,  88  Stat.  1482  (15  U.S.C.  1410);  delega¬ 
tions  of  authority  at  49  CFR  1.50  and  49 
CFR  501.8) 

Issued  on  August  27, 1976. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator,  Motor 
Vehicle  Programs. 

•  [FR  Doc.76-25729  Piled  9-1-76; 8:45  am] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

| Order  76-8-151;  Dockets  29716,  22859,  26838] 

ALASKA  AIRLINES,  INC. 

General  Increase  in  Air  Freight  Rates 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  30th  day  of  August,  1976. 

By  tariff  revisions 1  marked  to  become 
effective  September  I,  1976,  Alaska  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.  (Alaska)  proposes  to  increase 
all  States-Alaska  and  most  intra- 
Alaska1  bulk  general  and  specific  com¬ 
modity  rates  by  approximately  10  per¬ 
cent.  The  minimum  charge  per  ship¬ 
ment  is  not  increased.  Corresponding 
priority  general  and  specific  commodity 
rates  are  increased  by  an  equal  percent¬ 
age,  while  certain  specific  commodity 
rates  are  being  canceled. 

In  support  of  its  proposal,  Alaska  as¬ 
serts,  inter  alia,  that  it  is  attempting 
through  this  rate  increase  to  recover 
substantial  cost  increases  and  to  com¬ 
pensate  for  deficient  rate  levels;  that  it 
estimates  the  revenue  impact  of  this  in¬ 
crease  at  $481,000  annually;  and  that 
without  this  rate  increase  it  will  suffer 
an  estimated  freight  operating  loss  of 
over  $153,000  during  the  forecast  year 
ending  September  1977.  Further  revenue 
will  be  generated  through  cancellation 
of  specific  commodity  rates  in  selected 
markets  because,  Alaska  contends,  there 
is  no  empty  capacity  in  these  markets, 
the  rates  do  not  generate  additional 
traffic,  and  therefore  they  only  serve  to 
dilute  existing  revenue.  Alaska  estimates 
that  its  return  on  investment  (ROI)  for 
freight  operations,  even  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  increase,  would  onlv  be  about  6.1 
percent,  based  on  the  year  ended  March 
31,  1976,  substantially  below  that  con¬ 
sidered  adequate  by  the  Board. 

Based  upon  Alaska’s  reported  financial 
results  for  the  year  ended  June  1976,  re¬ 
constructed  to  include  a  full  year’s  ef¬ 
fect  of  both  the  proposed  freight  rate 
increase  and  the  freight  rate  increase 
permitted  to  go  into  effect  on  March  1, 
1976,  and  a  cost-inflation  factor,  the  car¬ 
rier’s  regulatory  ROI  (before  subsidy) 
would  be  about  8.2  percent,  significantly 
below  the  12.35  percent  found  by  the 
Board  to  be  reasonable  for  local  service 
carriers. 

The  proposed  standard  service  rates 
between  Seattle /Tacoma  and  Anchorage, 
Fairbanks,  Juneau,  and  Ketchikan  are 
already  under  the  scope  of  the  Domestic 
Air  Freight  Rate  Investigation  (DAFRI) , 
Docket  22859.  and  the  proposed  priority 
rates  and  charges  come  within  th*  scope 
of  the  Priority  Reserved  Air  Freight 
Rates  Investigation  (PRAFRI) ,  Docket 
26838,  and  their  lawfulness  will  be  deter¬ 
mined  in  those  proceedings.  Upon  con- 


1  Revisions  to  Airline  Tariff  Publishing 
Company,  Agent,  Tariff  C  AB.  No.  169. 

2  Rates  between  points  served  under  con¬ 
tract  by  air  taxi  operators  are  not  Increased. 


sideration  of  all  relevant  factors,  the 
Board  finds  that  the  proposal  to  Increase 
bulk  general  commodity  rates  and 
charges  as  they  relate  to  certain  excep¬ 
tion-rated  traffic,  may  be  unjust,  unrea¬ 
sonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  unduly 
preferential,  unduly  prejudicial,  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful,  and  should  be  investi¬ 
gated.  Furthermore,  the  Board  concludes 
that  the  aforementioned  increases  as 
they  relate  to  exception-rated  traffic 
should  be  suspended  pending  investiga¬ 
tion. 

Alaska  currently  has  effective  excep¬ 
tion  ratings  to  the  general  commodity 
rates  of  200  percent  applicable  on  boats, 
human  remains,  and  uncrated  self-pro¬ 
pelled  vehicles.  In  the  lower  48  States, 
most  carriers  do  not  publish  premium 
ratings  on  boats  or  other  vehicles,  and 
the  few  carriers  that  do,  generally  pub¬ 
lish  lower  ratings  than  Alaska.  The  other 
carriers’  premiums  on  human  remains 
are  also  lower.  The  high  premiums 
charged  by  Alaska  have  not  been  justi¬ 
fied  and  consequently  the  increased  rates 
will  be  suspended.*  This  action  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  Board’s  suspension  of 
similar  increases  recently  proposed  by 
Wien  Air  Alaska,  Inc.,  Order  76-7-124, 
July  30,  1976. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204^a),  403,  404,  and  1002 
thereof. 

It  is  ordered,  That:  1.  An  investigation 
is  instituted  to  determine  whether  the 
rates,  charges,  and  provisions  described 
in  Appendix  A  hereto,  and  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  and  practices  affecting  such  provi¬ 
sions,  are  or  will  be  unjust,  unreason¬ 
able.  unjustly  discriminatory,  unduly 
preferential,  unduly  prejudicial,  or 
otherwise  unlawful,  and,  if  found  to  be 
unlawful,  to  determine  and  prescribe  the 
lawful  rates,  charges,  and  provisions  and 
rules,  regulations,  or  practices  affecting 
such  rates,  charges,  and  provisions; 

2.  Pending  hearing  and  decision  by  the 
Board,  the  rates,  charges,  and  provisions 
described  in  Appendix  A  hereto  are  sus¬ 
pended  and  their  use  deferred  to  and  in¬ 
cluding  November  29,  1976,  unless  other¬ 
wise  ordered  bv  the  Board;  and  that  no 
changes  be  made  therein  during  the  pe¬ 
riod  of  suspension,  except  by  order  or 
special  permission  of  the  Board ; 

3.  The  proceeding  herein  designated 
Docket  29716  be  assigned  for  hearing  be¬ 
fore  an  administrative  law  judge  of  the 
Board  at  a  time  and  place  hereafter  to 
be  designated;  and 

4.  Copies  of  this  order  shall  be  filed 
with  the  tariff  and  served  upon  Alaska 
Airlines,  Inc.,  which  is  hereby'  made  a 
party  to  Docket  29716. 


*  If  Alaska  can  demonstrate  that  there  are 
considerations  peculiar  to  Alaskan  operations 
which  can  Justify  such  premiums,  the  carrier 
Is,  of  course,  free  to  reftle. 
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This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

•  Secretary. 

Appendix  A — Tariff  C.A.B.  No.  169.  Issued 

By  Airline  Tariff  Publishing  Company, 

Agent 

All  Increased  rates,  charges  and  provisions 
applicable  thereto  on  the  following  pages 
(except  from  and  to  points  In  Canada)  Insofar 
as  they  would  be  used  In  determination  of 
rates  and  minimum  charges  In  conjunction 
with  exception  ratings  to  General  Commod¬ 
ity  rates  In  Item  Nos.  300,  340  and  400  on 
behalf  of  “AS”. 

17th  Revised  Page  178 

19th  Revised  Page  179 

17th  Revised  Page  181 

17th  Revised  Page  182 

20th  Revised  Page  183 

20th  Revised  Page  184 

16th  and  17th  Revised  Pages  185 

16th  and  17th  Revised  Pages  186 

13th  Revised  Page  187 
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[Order  76-8-149;  Docket  29539] 

DAVIS  AGENCY,  INC. 

Stand-by  and  “Early  Bird  Special’'  Charter 
Fares 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  27th  day  of  August,  1976, 

By  complaint  received  July  23,  1976, 
Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc.  (Pan 
American)  requests  suspension  and  in¬ 
vestigation  of  certain  stand-by  and 
"Early  Bird  Special’’  fares  presently  in 
effect1  offered  by  Davis  Agency,  Inc. 
(Davis) ,  an  indirect  air  carrier  operating 
overseas  military  personnel  charters  un¬ 
der  Part  372  of  the  Board's  special  regu¬ 
lations.’ 

In  support  of  its  request.  Pan  Ameri¬ 
can  contends  that  both  Davis’  “Early 
Bird  Special”  fare,  with  its  166-pound 
baggage  allowance,*  and  its  stand-by¬ 
fare,  discounted  up  to  40  percent  from 
scheduled-service  military  fares,  will  di¬ 
vert  traffic  from  Pan  American  and  other 
scheduled  service  carriers.  Pan  American 
claims  the  passenger  transporting  166 


1  Pan  American  contends  its  complaint  is 
timely  filed  with  respect  to  two  minor 
amendments  to  two  pages  in  Davis’  tariff, 
claims  it  was  “unaware”  of  the  original  tariff 
amendments  establishing  the  special  fares, 
and  requests  suspension  and  investigation 
pursuant  to  section  1002(J)  (2)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  and  Rule  505  of  the  Board’s 
rules  of  practice. 

!  See  Appendix,  filed  as  part  of  the  original 
documents,  for  details  of  the  special  charter 
fares  and  a  comparison  of  these  fares  with 
other  Part  372  fares  offered  by  Davis. 

•  Pan  American  also  states  it  was  unable  to 
locate  the  166-pound  allowance  in  Davis’  tar¬ 
iff  and  that,  therefore,  that  provision  violates 
section  403  of  the  Act.  However,  this  allow¬ 
ance  is  clearly  set  forth  In  the  tariff.  See 
Davis  Agency,  Inc.,  Overseas  Military  Person¬ 
nel  Charter  Tariff,  C.A.B.  No.  1,  3rd  and  4th 
Revised  Pages  13-C  and  4th  and  5th  Revised 
Page  13-D. 


NOTICES 

pounds  of  baggage  would  receive  an  un¬ 
justified  50  percent  discount  on  excess- 
baggage  charges 4  since,  while  the  Davis 
“Early  Bird”  fare  exceeds  the  regular 
fare  by  $50,  regular-fare  passengers 
would  normally  pay  $100  in  excess-bag¬ 
gage  charges  for  an  equivalent  amount 
of  baggage. 

Pan  American  challenges  Davis’  con¬ 
tention  that  the  166-pound  baggage 
allowance  is  justified  by  the  required 
advance  reservation  and  two-hour  ad¬ 
vance  check-in  provisions,  which  Davis 
alleges  will  avoid  the  weight  and  balance 
problems  it  presently  encounters.  The 
advance  check-in  requirement  is  not  sig¬ 
nificant,  Pan  American  contends,  since 
late  check-ins  do  not  present  any  signif¬ 
icant  problem  and,  in  any  event,  weight 
and  balance  calculations  cannot  be  final¬ 
ized  until  all  passengers  have  checked 
in.  Furthermore,  in  light  of  Davis’  state¬ 
ment  that  its  transatlantic  flights  fre¬ 
quently  “weight-out,”  Pan  American  con¬ 
tends  that  the  offering  of  a  166 -pound 
free-baggage  allowance  to  some  but  not 
all  passengers  is  unjustly  discriminatory 
and  will  aggravate  the  tendency  for 
flights  to  “weight-out”;  that  the  off- 
airport  ticket-purchase  requirement  in¬ 
creases  the  chances  that  an  agent’s  fee 
will  be  paid  and  shifts  Davis’  own  ticket¬ 
ing  costs;  and  that  the  excess -baggage 
allowance  is  an  attempt  by  Davis  to  un¬ 
lawfully  and  explicitly  cater  to  travelers 
moving  at  government  expense  on  per¬ 
manent  change-of-station  orders. 

Pan  American  alleges  that  Davis’ 
separate  stand-by  fares  are  unlawful 
since  they  hold  out  to  the  public  a  type  of 
service  which  might  not  be  readily  avail¬ 
able  due  to  Davis’  characteristically  high 
load  factors ;  that  Davis  does  not  operate 
nearly  the  number  of  flights  it  advertises, 
thereby  increasing  the  chances  of  strand¬ 
ing  stand-by  passengers  for  long  periods 
or  of  forcing  them  to  pay  higher  fares; 
and  that  if  Davis  seeks  to  provide  extra 
capacity  to  increase  chances  of  accom¬ 
modating  stand-by  traffic,  its  costs  will 
also  increase  and  its  overall  load  factor 
will  decline. 

In  its  answer,  Davis  opposes  the  com¬ 
plaint  in  general  and  requests  its  dismis¬ 
sal  on  procedural  and  substantive 
grounds.  Davis  regards  the  complaint  as 
inexplicable,  since  it  produces  business 
worth  millions  for  Pan  American  which 
presently  is  Davis’  largest  supplier  of 
charter  aircraft,  and  suggests  that  the 
complaint  is  one  more  element  in  Pan 
American’s  historical  opposition  to  mili¬ 
tary  charters.  In  addition,  Davis  con¬ 
tends  that  the  special  fares  are  economic; 
and  that  Pan  American  has  demonstra¬ 
ted  no  injury  to  itself  or  the  public  inter¬ 
est  from  the  fares.  Procedurally,  the  com¬ 
plaint  is  deficient,  Davis  contends,  since 
the  carrier  demonstrates  no  reasons  suf¬ 
ficient  to  warrant  the  Board’s  consider- 


*  For  fares  other  than  the  “Early  Bird  Spe¬ 
cial,”  Davis’  present  tariffs  provide  a  maxi¬ 
mum  free-baggage  allowance  of  66  pounds, 
subject  to  dimensional  restraints,  and  an  ex¬ 
cess-baggage  charge  of  $1  per  round  appli¬ 
cable  to  all  fares. 
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ation  of  an  untimely  request  dealing  with 
existing  tariff  provisions. 

Specifically,  Davis  argues  that  the 
"Early  Bird  Special”  fare  is  not  di¬ 
versionary  since  that  fare,  in  effect, 
charges  the  passenger  50  cents  per  pound 
for  100  pounds  of  “excess  baggage,”  a 
rate  which  is  higher  than  its  former 
excess-baggage  charge  of  $5  per  piece. 
Thus,  any  diversion  would  have  already 
occurred  under  its  old  per-piece  rate.  The 
fare  is  allegedly  not  unjustly  discrimi¬ 
natory  since  it  is  open  to  all  eligible  users 
of  military  charters;  the  difference  in 
baggage  allowances  is  similar  to  that  ex¬ 
isting  in  first-  and  economy-class  sched¬ 
uled  service;  and  the  fare  is  sold  subject 
to  substantially  different  conditions  from 
those  applying  to  other  military  charter 
fares.  Concerning  Pan  American’s  alle¬ 
gation  on  permanent  change-of-station 
travel,  Davis  states  that  it  operates  law¬ 
fully  and  allegations  to  the  contrary 
should  be  directed  to  the  proper  forum. 
Finally,  Davis  maintains  that  the  stand¬ 
by  fares  are  not  misleading  since  during 
the  first  six  months  of  1976,  it  opened  285 
flights,  six  more  than  actually  adver¬ 
tised,  with  3,507  empty  seats.  Thus,  seats 
for  stand-by  travel  are  available. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  complaint, 
the  answer  thereto,  and  other  relevant 
matters,  the  Board  has  determined  to 
dismiss  Pan  American’s  complaint  and 
deny  the  relief  requested. 

Pan  American’s  principal  thrust  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  that  the  special  fares  will 
unduly  divert  traffic  from  its  own  sched¬ 
uled  service  and  that  of  other  carriers. 
However,  the  carrier  has  presented  no 
data  indicating  substantial  harm  to  it 
arising  from  the  fares.  Furthermore, 
overseas  military  personnel  charters  are 
not  available  to  the  general  public,  but 
rather  art  available  only  to  a  limited 
class  of  travelers  in  recognition  of  spe¬ 
cial  national  interest  considerations,  and 
have  been  of  restricted  availability  for 
some  time.  Absent  a  showing  to  the  con¬ 
trary,  which  has  not  been  made  by  the 
complainant,  it  is  reasonable  to  assume 
that  much  of  the  eligible  traffic  is  pres¬ 
ently  moving  on  such  charters  and  that 
opportunities  for  further  diversion  from 
scheduled  services  are  extremely  limited. 

Additionally,  the  terms  and  level  of  the 
special  fares  do  not  appear  unreasonable. 
While  the  “Early  Bird  Special”  fare  car¬ 
ries  a  baggage  allowance  of  166  pounds, 
the  fare  exceeds  the  regular  charter  price 
of  $50,  and  the  passenger  must  conform 
to  certain  conditions.  Before  imple¬ 
mentation  of  this  fare  and  the  recently 
imposed  excess-baggage  charge  of  $1  per 
pound,  passengers  wishing  to  travel  with 
similar  quantities  of  baggage  had  to  pay 
merely  $5  for  each  piece  of  excess  bag¬ 
gage  regardless  of  its  weight.  Thus,  using 
this  fare,  the  passenger  pays  more  for 
his  baggage  than  before,  and  the  early 
check-in  procedures  appear  to  be  an 
attempt  to  minimize  disruption  by  large 
quantities  of  baggage  being  presented  for 
check-in  at  the  last  minute. 

The  stand-by  fares  are  reasonably  dis¬ 
counted  at  11.4  to  20.1  percent  from  the 
regular  charter  fares.  We  would  expect 
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that  the  typically  high  load  factors  asso¬ 
ciated  with  charter  operations  will  limit 
their  use;  however,  it  would  appear  that 
there  will  be  opportunity  for  accommo¬ 
dation  of  some  passengers  moving  on 
this  fare.  Finally,  we  are  not  persuaded 
that  the  conditions  under  which  the  fare 
is  offered  are  misleading,  since  they  are 
clearly  stated  in  the  effective  tariff. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  and 
particularly  sections  204(a),  403,  404, 
and  1002  thereof.  It  is  ordered.  That: 
The  complaint  of  Pan  American  Airlines, 
Inc.,  in  Docket  29539  be  and  hereby  is 
dismissed. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-25767  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


COMMITTEE  FOR  THE  IMPLEMEN¬ 
TATION  OF  TEXTILE  AGREEMENTS 

COTTON  TEXTILE  PRODUCTS  FROM 
THE  REPUBLIC  OF  CHINA 

Amending  Import  Levels 

August  27, 1976. 

On  December  24,  1975,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
59475)  a  letter  dated  December  19,  1975 
from  the  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements, 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  imple¬ 
menting  those  provisions  of  the  Bilateral 
Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber  Tex¬ 
tile  Agreement  of  May  21,  1975,  as 
amended,  between  the  Governments  of 
the  United  States  and  the  Republic  of 
China,  which  establish  specific  export 
limitations  on  certain  cotton  and  man¬ 
made  fiber  textile  products,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  the  Republic  of  China 
and  exported  to  the  United  States  during 
the  twelve-month  period  which  began 
on  January  1,  1976.  A  correction  of  cer¬ 
tain  of  the  levels  of  restraint  in  the  let¬ 
ter  of  December  19,  1975  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  January  5, 
1976  (41  FR  814) . 

As  set  forth  in  the  letter  of  Decem¬ 
ber  19,  1975,  the  levels  of  restraint  are 
subject  to  adjustment  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  8(a)  (ii)  of  the  bilateral  agreement 
which  provides  that  specific  levels  of  re¬ 
straint  may  exceed  current-year  limits 
by  up  to  6  percent,  with  the  amount  of 
the  adjustment  being  deducted  from  the 
applicable  level  of  the  succeeding  agree¬ 
ment  year. 

Accordingly,  at  the  request  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  Republic  of  China  and 
pursuant  to  the  provision  of  the  bilateral 
agreement  referred  to  above,  there  is 
published  below  a  letter  of  August  27, 
1976  from  the  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  for  the  Implementation  of  Tex¬ 
tile  Agreements  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs  amending  the  levels  of  restraint 
applicable  to  cotton  textile  products  in 
Categories  45/46/47,  50/51  and  60  for  the 


twelve-month  period  which  began  on 
January  1, 1976. 

Alan  Polansky, 
Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements,  and  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
sources  and  Trade  Assistance. 

Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements 

August  27,  1976. 
Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury, 

Washington,  D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  On  December  19, 
1975,  the  Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  Textile  Agreements,  directed 
you  to  prohibit  entry  during  the  twelve- 
month  period  beginning  January  1,  1970  and 
extending  through  December  31,  1976  of  cot¬ 
ton  and  man-made  fiber  textile  products  in 
certain  specified  categories,  produced  or  man¬ 
ufactured  in  the  Republic  of  China,  in  excess 
of  designated  levels  of  restraint.  The  Chair¬ 
man  further  advised  you  that  the  levels  of 
restraint  are  subject  to  adjustment.1 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Arrangement  Re¬ 
garding  International  Trade  in  Textiles  done 
at  Geneva  on  December  20,  1973,  pursuant 
to  paragraph  8(a)  (11)  of  the  Bilateral  Cotton, 
Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  Agreement 
of  May  21,  1975,  as  amended,  between  the 
Governments  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Republic  of  China,  and  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Executive  Order  11651  of 
March  3,  1972,  you  are  directed  to  amend, 
effective  on  September  3,  1976,  the  levels  of 
restraint  established  for  Categories  45/46/47, 
50/51  and  60  to  the  following: 

Amended  12-mo. 
Category:  level  of  restraint 1 

45/46/47  . . -SYE-.  15,  168.  140 

50/51 _ doz__  776.864 

60 _ doz_.  48,025 

2 The  levels  have  not  been  adjusted  to  re¬ 
flect  any  entries  made  after  December  31, 
1975. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the  Gov- 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  Republic  of  China  and  with 
respect  to  imports  of  cotton  textile  prod¬ 
ucts  from  the  Republic  of  China  have  been 
determined  by  the  Committee  for  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  Textile  Agreements  to  in¬ 
volve  foreign  affairs  functions  of  the  United 
States.  Therefore,  the  directions  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Customs,  being  necessary  to  the 
implementation  of  such  actions,  fall  within 
the  foreign  affairs  exception  to  the  rule- 
making  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  553.  This  letter 
will  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Sincerely, 

Alan  Polansky, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  Textile  Agree¬ 
ments,  and  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Resources  and  Trade 
Assistance. 
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‘The  term  “adjustment'*  refers  to  those 
provisions  of  the  Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool  and 
Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  Agreement  of  May 
21,  1975,  as  amended,  between  the  Govern¬ 
ments  of  the  United  States  and  the  Republic 
of  China  which  provide,  in  part,  that:  (1) 
within  the  aggregate  and  applicable  group 
limits,  specific  levels  of  restraint  may  be  ex¬ 
ceeded  by  designated  percentages;  (2)  these 
levels  may  be  Increased  for  carryover  and  car¬ 
ryforward  up  to  11  percent  of  the  applicable 
category  limit;  and  (3)  administrative  ar¬ 
rangements  or  adjustments  may  be  made  to 
resolve  minor  problems. 


MAN  MADE  FIBER  TEXTILE  PRODUCTS 
FROM  MEXICO 

Adjusting  Import  Level 

August  27,  1976. 

On  May  3,  1976,  there  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  (41  FR  18343)  a 
letter  dated  April  28,  1976  from  the 
Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  Textile  Agreements,  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs,  implementing 
those  provisions  of  the  Bilateral  Cotton, 
Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber  Textile 
Agreement  of  May  12,  1975,  as  amended, 
between  the  Governments  of  the  United 
States  and  Mexico,  which  establish  spe¬ 
cific  export  limitations  on  certain  cate¬ 
gories  for  the  agreement  year  which  be¬ 
gan  on  May  1,  1976.  As  set  forth  in  that 
letter,  the  levels  of  restraint  are  subject 
to  adjustment. 

Paragraph  7(a)  (ii)  of  the  bilateral 
agreement  provides  that  carryforward  up 
to  6  percent  may  be  applied  to  current- 
year  levels  of  categories  subject  to  speci¬ 
fic  ceilings  and  charged  against  the  ap¬ 
plicable  level  of  the  category  in  the  suc¬ 
ceeding  agreement  year.  Such  an  in¬ 
crease,  amounting  to  19,062  dozen,  was 
granted  for  man-made  fiber  textile  prod¬ 
ucts  in  Category  235  during  the  agree¬ 
ment  year  which  began  on  May  1,  1975 
(See  40  FR  14429).  The  purpose  of  this 
notice  is  to  advise  that  that  amount  is 
being  deducted  from  the  level  of  restraint 
of  320,217  dozen  established  for  Category 
235  for  the  agreement  year  which  began 
on  May  1,  1976. 

Accordingly,  there  Is  published  below 
a  letter  of  August  27,  1976  from  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  for  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  Textile  Agreements  di¬ 
recting  that  entry  into  the  United  States 
for  consumption  in  Category  235  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  301,  155  dozen  during  the  twelve- 
month  period  which  began  on  May  1, 
1976  and  extends  through  April  30,  1977. 

Effective  date:  September  2,  1976. 

Alan  Polansky, 
Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements,  and  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
sources  and  Trade  Assistance, 
U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce. 

Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements 

August  27,  1976. 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury, 

Washington,  D.C .  20229. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  This  directive 
amends,  but  does  not  cancel,  the  directive 
Issued  to  you  on  April  28.  1976,  which  direct¬ 
ed  you  to  prohibit  entry  during  the  twelve- 
month  period  beginning  on  May  1,  1970  and 
extending  through  April  30,  1977,  of  cotton 
and  man-made  fiber  textile  products  In  cer¬ 
tain  specified  categories,  produced  or  manu¬ 
factured  in  Mexico,  In  excess  of  designated 
levels  of  restraint.  The  Chairman  further  ad¬ 
vised  you  that  the  levels  of  restraint  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  adjustment.1 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Arrangement  Re¬ 
garding  International  Trade  In  Textiles  done 
at  Geneva  on  December  20,  1973,  pursuant  to 
paragraph  7(a)  (11)  of  the  Bilateral  Cotton, 
Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  Agree- 
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raent  of  May  12,  1975,  as  amended,  between 
the  Governments  of  the  United*  States  and 
Mexico,  and  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  Executive  Order  11651  of  March  3,  1972, 
you  are  directed  to  amend,  effective  on  Sep¬ 
tember  2,  1976,  the  level  of  restraint  estab¬ 
lished  for  Category  235  to  301,155  dozen. 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the 
Government  of  Mexico  and  with  respect 
to  imports  of  man-made  fiber  textile 
products  from  Mexico  have  been  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Committee  for  the  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  Textile  Agreements  to  in¬ 
volve  foreign  affairs  functions  of  the 
United  States.  Therefore,  the  directions 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  being 
necessary  to  the  implementation  of  such 
actions,  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provisions 
of  5  U.S.C.  553.  This  letter  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 

Alan  Polansky, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements,  and  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
sources  and  Trade  Assistance. 

I  FR  Doc  .76-257 10  Piled  9-l-76;8:45  am] 


COTTON  TEXTILE  PRODUCTS  FROM 
MALAYSIA 

Adjusting  Import  Levels 

August  27,  1976. 

On  December  31,  1975,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
60108)  a  letter  dated  December  22,  1975 
from  the  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements, 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs,  imple¬ 
menting  those  provisions  of  the  Bilateral 
Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber  Tex¬ 
tile  Agreement  of  January  8  and  May  16, 
1975,  between  the  Governments  of  the 
United  States  and  Malaysia,  which  es¬ 
tablish  specific  export  limitations  on 
certain  cotton  and  man-made  fiber  tex¬ 
tile  products,  produced  or  manufactured 
in  Malaysia  and  exported  to  the  United 
States  during  the  twelve-month  period 
which  began  on  January  1,  1976.  As  set 
forth  in  that  letter,  the  levels  of  restraint 
are  subject  to  adjustment  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  5  and  7  which  provide,  re¬ 
spectively,  that  within  the  aggregate  and 
applicable  group  limits,  specific  levels  of 
restraint  in  Group  II  (Categories  39-63 


*The  term  “adjustment”  refers  to  those 
provisions  of  the  Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool  and 
Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  Agreement  of  May 
12,  1975,  as  amended,  between  the  Govern¬ 
ments  of  the  United  States  and  Mexico  which 
provide,  in  part,  that:  (1)  within  the  aggre¬ 
gate  and  applicable  group  limits,  specific 
levels  of  restraint  may  be  exceeded  by  des¬ 
ignated  percentages;  (2)  these  levels  may  be 
Increased  for  carryover  and  carryforward  up 
to  11  percent  of  the  applicable  category  lim¬ 
it;  (3)  consultation  levels  may  be  Increased 
within  the  aggregate  and  applicable  group 
limits  upon  agreement  between  the  two  gov¬ 
ernments;  and  (4)  administrative  arrange¬ 
ments  or  adjustments  may  be  made  to  re¬ 
solve  minor  problems  arising  In  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  agreement. 


and  214-240)  may  be  exceeded  by  7  per¬ 
cent  and  that  categories  having  specific 
levels  of  restraint  may  be  adjusted  for 
carryover  from  the  previous  agreement 
year  up  to  a  designated  percentage. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  bilateral  agreement  referred 
to  above,  there  is  published  below  a  let¬ 
ter  of  August  27,  1976  from  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Committee  for  the  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  Textile  Agreements  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  amending  the 
level  of  restraint  applicable  to  cotton 
textile  products  in  Category  45/46/47  for 
the  twelve-month  period  which  began 
on  January  1, 1976. 

Alan  Polansky, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements,  and  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  '  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
sources  and  Trade  Assistance. 

Committee  for  the  Implementation 

or  Textile  Agreements, 

August  27,  1976. 
Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury 
Washington,  D.C.  20229 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  On  December  22, 
1975,  the  Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  Textile  Agreements,  directed 
you  to  prohibit  entry  during  the  twelve- 
month  period  beginning  January  1,  1976  and 
extending  through  December  31,  1976  of  cot¬ 
ton  and  man-made  fiber  textile  products  In 
certain  specified  categories,  produced  or 
manufactured  In  Malaysia,  in  excess  of  des¬ 
ignated  levels  of  restraint.  The  Chairman 
further  advised  you  that  the  levels  of  re¬ 
straint  are  subject  to  adjustment.1 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Arrangement  Re¬ 
garding  International  Trade  In  Textiles  done 
at  Geneva  on  December  20,  1973,  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  5  and  7  of  the  Bilateral  Cotton, 
Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  Agree¬ 
ment  of  January  8  and  May  16,  1975,  between 
the  Governments  of  the  United  States  and 
Malaysia,  and  In  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Executive  Order  11651  of  March  3, 
1972,  you  are  directed,  effective  on  Septem¬ 
ber  2,  1976  and  for  the  twelve-month  period 
beginning  on  January  1,  1976  and  extending 
through  December  31,  1976,  to  amend  the 
level  of  restraint  established  for  Category 
45/46/47  to  5,302,920  square  yards  equiva¬ 
lent.* 

The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Malaysia  and  with  respect  to 
imports  of  cotton  textile  products  from 
Malaysia  have  been  determined  by  the  Com- 


1  The  term  “adjustment”  refers  to  those 
provisions  of  the  Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool  and 
Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  Agreement  of  Janu¬ 
ary  8  and  May  16,  1975,  between  the  Govern¬ 
ments  of  the  United  States  and  Malaysia 
which  provide.  In  part,  that:  (1)  within  the 
aggregate  and  applicable  group  limits, 
specific  levels  of  restraint  may  be  exceeded 
by  designated  percentages;  (2)  these  same 
levels  may  be  Increased  for  carryover  and 
carryforward  up  to  11  percent  of  the  appli¬ 
cable  category  limit;  and  (3)  administrative 
arrangements  or  adjustments  may  be  made 
to  resolve  minor  problems  arising  In  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  the  agreement.  Appropriate 
adjustments  under  the  foregoing  provisions 
of  the  bilateral  agreement  will  be  made  to 
you  by  letter. 

*The  level  of  restraint  has  not  been  ad¬ 
justed  to  reflect  any  entries  made  after 
December  31,  1975. 


mlttee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements  to  involve  foreign  affairs  func¬ 
tions  of  the  United  States.  Therefore,  the 
directions  to  the  Commissioner  of  Customs, 
being  necessary  to  the  Implementation  of 
such  actions,  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provisions  of 
5  U.S.C.  553.  This  letter  will  be  published  In 
the  Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 

Alan  Polansky, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Im¬ 
plementation  of  Textile  Agree¬ 
ments,  and  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Resources  and  Trade 
Assistance,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce. 

(FR  Doc.76-25711  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  20682] 

CHANGES  IN  THE  ENTERTAINMENT 

FORMATS  OF  BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Development  of  Policy;  Correction 

In  the  Memorandum  opinion  and  or¬ 
der  (41  FR  35020)  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding,  FCC  76-744,  Mimeo  No. 
41942;  released  July  30,  1976,  the  follow¬ 
ing  party  should  appear  as  having  timely 
filed  comments:  Citizens  Committee  To 
Save  WEFM. 

Released:  August  27,  1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-25772  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


PURAC  TASK  AREA  GROUP  ON 
TECHNICAL  STANDARDS 

Meeting 

In  preparation  for  the  next  meeting  of 
the  Personal  Use  Radio  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  (PURAC),  the  PURAC  Task  Area 
group  investigating  technical  standards 
will  meet  October  12,  1976  at  9  a.m.  in 
Room  8210  of  the  Commission’s  offices  at 
2025  “M”  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20554  to  discuss  its  progress  in  formulat¬ 
ing  a  report  for  presentation  to  the  full 
PURAC.  The  agenda  for  this  meeting  will 
be  as  follows: 

I.  Opening  Remarks  of  the  Task  Coordina¬ 
tor. 

II.  Task  Area  Progress  Report  and  Discus¬ 
sion. 

III.  Adjournment. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  In¬ 
dividuals  wishing  to  make  oral  or  written 
presentations  should  contact  the  Task 
Area  Coordinator,  Mr.  Lee  Bergren,  Mid¬ 
land  Engineering,  5460  Buena  Vista 
Drive,  Mission,  Kansas  66205,  prior  to 
the  meeting. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-25771  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 
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| Docket  No.  20418;  RM-2346,  RM-2727]  * 

NEW  VHF  STATIONS;  TELEVISION 
TABLE  OF  ASSIGNMENTS 

Order  Extending  Time  To  Respond  to 
Supplemental  Comments 

In  the  matter  of  petition  for  rule 
making  to  amend  Television  Table  of 
Assignments  to  add  New  VHF  Stations 
in  the  top  100  markets  and  to  insure 
that  the  new  stations  maximize  diver¬ 
sity  of  ownership,  control  and  program¬ 
ming. 

1.  This  proceeding  was  begun  in  order 
to  consider  the  arguments  relating  to 
the  making  of  additional  VHF  television 
channel  assignments  to  various  com¬ 
munities.  The  premise  of  those  support¬ 
ing  such  assignments  is  that  the  consid¬ 
erable  need  for  the  service  is  such  that 
even  though  it  would  not  be  possible 
to  achieve  complete  compliance  with 
the  Commission’s  engineering  stand¬ 
ards  employed  in  making  television  as¬ 
signments,  the  assignments  nonthe- 
less  should  be  made.  The  channel  propos¬ 
als  suggested  for  consideration  are 
those  set  forth  in  OTP  Reports  of  Oc¬ 
tober  1973  and  May  1974. 

2.  The  Group  for  the  Advancement  of 
Television  Service  (“GATS”)  filed 
timely  comments  in  this  proceeding  in 
which  it  urged  the  assignment  of  Chan¬ 
nel  8  to  Johnstown.  This  channel  pro¬ 
posal  was  not  included  in  OTP’s  Reports 
and  would  create  a  short -spacing  to  the 
existing  Channel  8  operation  at  Lan¬ 
caster,  Pennsylvania.  Some  months 
later,  after  the  deadline  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  had  passed.  GATS  filed  its  Peti¬ 
tion  for  Acceptance  of  Supplemental 
Comments.  The  supplemental  com¬ 
ments  consisted  for  engineering  data 
in  support  of  the  channel  proposal 
which  had  been  made  earlier.  GATS  did 
not  serve  a  copy  of  this  petition  on  WGAL 
Television,  Inc.,  licensee  of  Channel  8 
at  Lancaster,  which  became  aware  of  it 
only  in  connection  with  its  efforts  to 
prepare  a  response  to  another  petition 
filed  by  GATS.  That  petition,  RM-2727, 
also  proposed  the  Channel  8  assignment 
at  Johnstown.  WGAL  Television  has 
sought  an  extension  of  time  to  Septem¬ 
ber  27,  1976,  to  respond  to  the  GATS  fil¬ 
ing  in  this  proceeding  and  a  like  exten¬ 
sion  to  respond  to  its  separate  petition 
for  rule  making. 

3.  In  effect,  the  Commission  has  two 
requests  before  it.  One  involves  accept¬ 
ance  of  GATS*  supplemental  filing  and 
the  other,  WGAL  Television’s  request  for 
extension.  Although  there  is  some  basis 
for  refusing  to  accept  the  late-filed  sup¬ 
plement  by  GATS,  we  do  not  believe 
that  this  result  would  serve  any  useful 
purpose,  especially  since  the  issue  of  the 
possible  assignment  to  Johnstown  was 
raised  in  a  timely  fashion.  Except  for 
Johnstown,  no  additional  assignment 
has  been  mentioned  in  any  of  the  other 
filings  in  this  proceeding.  Since  the  is- 


1  RM-2727,  a  petition  for  rule  making  to 
assign  Channel  8  to  Johnstown,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  has  been  added  to  this  proceeding; 
see  discussion  below. 


sue  of  a  Johnstown  assignment  was 
raised  timely  and  only  this  proposal  falls 
into  this  category,  inclusion  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  need  not  disrupt  the  resolution  of 
the  issues  in  this  proceeding.  We  be¬ 
lieve  it  preferable  to  grant  GATS’  peti¬ 
tion  so  that  its  supplemental  comments 
can  be  accepted  and  to  include  its  sep¬ 
arate  petition  for  rule  making  as  well. 
Thus,  the  issue  of  a  Johnstown  chan¬ 
nel  assignment  would  not  have  to  be 
divided  between  this  proceeding  and 
another  proceeding  dealing  with  its  sep¬ 
arate  petition  for  rule  making.  Fairness, 
of  course,  requires  that  WGAL  Televi¬ 
sion  have  an  opportunity  to  respond  to 
the  GATS  filing,  and  its  extension  re¬ 
quest  will  be  granted.  Thus,  with  the 
grant  of  this  extension,  WGAL  Televi¬ 
sion  and  any  other  interested  party  will 
have  until  September  27,  1976,  to  re¬ 
spond  to  the  proposal  to  assign  Chan¬ 
nel  8  to  Johnstown.  The  need  to  bring 
the  Issues  in  this  proceeding  to  a  prompt 
resolution  preclude  grant  of  further  ex¬ 
tensions  of  time.  However,  because  of 
the  substantial  extension  now  being 
granted,  this  should  not  pose  a  problem. 

4.  Therefore,  if  is  ordered,  That  the 
subject  petitions  for  acceptance  of  sup¬ 
plemental  comments  and  for  extensions 
of  time  are  granted  and  that  the  peti¬ 
tion  for  rule  making  to  assign  Channel 
8  to  Johnstown  is  incorporated  in  this 
proceeding  and  the  caption  changed 
accordingly. 

5.  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
authority  found  in  sections  4(i>,  5(d) 
(1),  and  303  (r)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.281  of 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Adopted:  August  25, 1976. 

Released:  August  27, 1976. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Wallace  E.  Johnson, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

| FR  Doc.76-25770  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  ami 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

PORT  OF  OAKLAND  AND  SEA-LAND 
SERVICE,  INC. 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  15  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  NW„ 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  Old  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573,  on  or  before  September  22, 
1976.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 


the  proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination 
or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a 
violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  acts  and  circumstances  said 
to  constitute  such  violation  or  detriment 
to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by : 

J.  Kerwln  Rooney.  Fort  f  tt^rncy,  Port  of  Oak¬ 
land,  P.O.  Box  2064,  66  Jn/'k  London  Square, 

Oakland,  California  94604. 

Agreement  No.  T-2270-2,  between  the 
Port  of  Oakland  (Port)  and  Sea-Land 
Service,  Inc.,  (Sea-Land)  modifies  the 
parties’  basic  agreement  providing  for 
Sea-Land’s  lease  of  certain  premises  for 
general  offices  and  a  truck  and  rail  ter¬ 
minal.  The  purpose  of  the  modification 
is  two-fold:  (1)  It  reduces  the  size  of 
Parcel  Two  of  the  premises  from  102,923 
square  feet  to  96,959  square  feet:  and  (2) 
increases  the  monthly  rentals  for  all  of 
the  parcels  covered  by  the  agreement  as 
follows  (a)  Parcels  One  and  Two  from 
$2,913.72  to  $4,754.52;  (b)  Parcel  Three 
from  $1,946.77  (or  $1,828.45  if  a  railroad 
track  easement  is  deleted)  to  $2,190.12 
(or  $2,057.52  if  a  railroad  track  easement 
is  deleted);  and  (c)  the  truck  and  rail 
terminal  from  $8,367.00  to  $13,302.46. 

Dated:  August  30, 1976. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-25781  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am) 


UNI-WORLD  FORWARDING  SERVICES 
ET  AL. 

Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  Applicants 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  applicants  have  filed  with  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  applications  for 
licenses  as  independent  ocean  freight 
forwarders  pursuant  to  section  44(a)  of 
the  Shipping  Act,  1916  (Stat.  522  and  46 
U.S.C.  841(b)). 

Persons  knowing  of  any  reason  why 
any  of  the  following  applicants  should 
not  receive  a  license  are  requested  to 
communicate  with  the  Director,  Bureau 
of  Certification  and  Licensing,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573. 

Unl-World  Forwarding  Services  (Vicente 
Perez,  dba),  340  Taylor  Avenue,  Bronx,  NY 
10473. 

Sea  Cargo,  Inc.,  777  E.  Camelback  Road,  Suite 
101,  Phoenix,  Arizona  85018. 

Officers:  Edward  M.  Schmitt,  President; 
Kathleen  M.  Relyea,  Vice  President;  Wal¬ 
ter  M.  Schmitt,  Sec./Treas. 
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New  England  Household  International,  Divi¬ 
sion  of  New  England  Household  Moving  & 
Storage,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1062,  Framingham, 
MA  01701. 

Officers:  John  P.  Kelly,  Pres./Treas.;  Robert 
W.  Kelly,  Vice  President;  M.  Alice  Glllls, 
Asst.  Vice  President;  Barbara  M.  Kelly,  Asst. 
Treas./Asst.  Secretary;  Charles  A.  Goglla; 
Secretary. 

Kamlno  International  Transport,  Inc.,  613 
Hindry  Avenue,  Inglewood,  CA  90301. 
Officers:  Klaus  G.  Kretschmer,  President; 
Paul  S.  Cohen,  Vice  President. 

American  Disc  Ltd.  (Paul  Cavazos,  dba) ,  9019 
Neenah,  Morton  Grove,  IL  60063. 

Triple  "B”  Packers  (LA.  Bellveau,  dba),  1306 
B.  Imperial  Avenue,  El  Segundo,  CA  90245. 
McCann  Shipping  Company  (Nadya  Me 
Cann,  dba),  149  California  Street,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94111. 

Dated;  August  30,  1976. 

By  the  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Assistant  Secretary. 


lected  subject  to  possible  refund  as  of 
July  27,  1976. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  September  8,  1976.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of 
this  filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 


[FR  Doc.76-25782  Filed  9-1-76; 8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  ER76  533] 


[Docket  No.  RP72-142  (PGA76  5a)  ] 

CITIES  SERVICE  GAS  CO. 

Proposed  Changes  in  FPC  Gas  Tariff 

.  August  27, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  11,  1976, 
Cities  Service  Gas  Company  (Cities 
Service)  tendered  for  filing  Fifteenth 
Revised  Sheet  PGA-1,  issued  July  27, 
1976,  which  reflects  thereon  a  current 
adjustment  of  3.79 per  Mcf  and  a 
cumulative  adjustment  of  8.02<4  per  Mcf, 
to  be  effective  on  July  23,  1976. 

Cities  Service  states  that  this  filing  Is 
in  conformance  with  Ordering  Para¬ 
graph  (E)  of  the  Commission’s  July  22, 
1976,  order  in  the  above-cited  dockets 
and  with  Opinions  742-A  and  770.  Cities 
Service  further  states  that  the  above- 
referred  to  tariff  sheet  will  be  effective 
for  only  one  day,  namely  July  '23,  1976, 
after  which  Alternate  Fifteenth  Revised 
Sheet  PGA-1  reflecting  a  current  ad¬ 
justment  of  3.92c1  per  Mcf  and  cumula¬ 
tive  adjustment  of  8.15<*  per  Mcf  will  be 
effective  on  July  24,  1976,  after  suspen¬ 
sion,  as  provided  by  the  Commission’s 
July  22,  1976,  order.  According  to  Cities 
Service,  of  the  8.15<f  per  Mcf  cumulative 
adjustment,  0.13tf  per  Mcf  is  being  col¬ 


[FR  Doc.76  25752  Filed  9-1-76; 8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  G-294,  et  al.] 

COLORADO  INTERSTATE  GAS  CO. 


[FR  Doc.76-25746  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


[Project  No.  400] 

COLORADO  UTE  ELECTRIC  ASSOCIATION, 
INC.,  ET  AL. 

License  App!ication 

August  27,  1976. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an  appli¬ 
cation  was  filed  on  June  29,  1976,  under 
Section  15  of  the  Act,  16  U.S.C.  §  808,  by 
the  Colorado-Ute  Electric  Association, 
Inc.;  the  San  Miguel  Power  Association, 
Inc.;  and  the  La  Plata  Electric  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc.  (Joint  Applicants)  (Corre¬ 
spondence  to:  Mr.  John  J.  Burgas,  Presi¬ 
dent  and  Mr.  Girts  Krumins,  General 
Counsel,  Colorado-Ute  Electric  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1149,  Montrose,  Colo¬ 
rado  81401;  Mr.  Hugh  E.  Chastain, 
Manager,  La  Plata  Electric  Association, 
Inc.,  Box  180,  Durango,  Colorado  81301; 
Mr.  Frank  E.  Maynes,  Esq.,  Attorney  at 
Law,  P.O.  Box  3420,  Durango,  Colorado 
81301;  Mr.  Eugene  McLeod,  Manager, 
San  Miguel  Electric  Association,  Inc., 
P.O.  Box  128.  Nucla,  Colorado  81424;  Mr. 
Robert  R.  Wilson,  Esq.  Attorney  at  Law, 
200  West  Main,  Cortez,  Colorado  81321) 
for  a  new  major  license  for  the  Tacoma- 
Ames  Project  No.  400  located  in  the  coun¬ 


ties  of  La  Plata,  San  Juan,  and  San 
Miguel,  Colorado,  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
communities  of  Montrose,  Durango, 
Ridgway,  Ouray,  Silverton,  and  Tellur - 
ide,  Colorado,  on  the  Animas  River  and 
on  the  Lake  Fork  and  Howard’s  Fork  of 
the  San  Miguel  River.  The  project  affects 
lands  within  the  Uncompahgre  and  San 
Juan  National  Forests  and  other  lands  of 
the  United  States. 

The  project  co  sists  of  two  develop¬ 
ments  witlra  total  total  installed  capacity 
of  11,600  kW.  The  Tacoma  Development 
comprises  a  concrete  diversion  dam  15 
feet  high  on  Cascade  Creek;  a  conduit 
about  20,000  feet  long  extending  from 
Cascade  Creek  diversion  dam  to  Little 
Cascade  Creek;  a  diversion  dam  (Aspaas) 
on  Little  Cascade  Creek;  a  short  canal 
from-  Little  Cascade  Creek  to  Cascade 
Reservoir  (Electra  Lake) ;  the  Terminal 
dam  located  on  Elbert  Creek  comprises  a 
rock-filled  log  and  timber  dam  55  feet 
high  and  725  feet  long  creating  Cascade 
Reservoir  with  an  area  of  831  acres  and 
a  storage  capacity  of  22,550  acre-feet; 
two  diversion  dams  just  downstream 
from  Terminal  dam  diverting  water  into 
a  flume  8.800  feet  long  to  a  forebay:  a 
forebay  with  an  area  of  5.3  acres  and  a 
storage  capacity  of  109  acre  feet  created 
by  an  earth  and  rock-fill  dam  20  feet 
high  and  100  feet  long;  two  penstocks 
each  about  2,900  feet  long;  and  a  power¬ 
house  located  on  the  Animas  River  con¬ 
taining  three  generating  units  aggregat¬ 
ing  8.000  kilowatts,  operating  under  a 
static  head  of  983  feet  controlled  by  the 
Colorado-Ute  Electric  Association,  Inc., 
and  a  ^6-kV  transmission  lino  extending 
about  20  miles  to  Durango,  Colorado;  a 
46-kV  transmission  line  about  29 
long  extending  to  Sfiverton,  Colorado, 
both  from  the  Tacoma  Development  and 
controlled  by  the  La  Plata  Electric  As¬ 
sociation.  Inc. 

The  Ames  Development  comprises  a 
diversion  dam  on  Howard’s  Fork;  a  con¬ 
duit  4,584  feet  long  and  a  penstock  2.187 
feet  long  extending  to  the  powerhouse;  a 
stone  masonary  dam  192  feet  long  and  10 
feet  high  located  on  Lake  Fork  creating 
Lake  Hope  with  an  area  of  44  acres  and  a 
storage  capacity  of  2.310  acre  feet;  an 
outlet  tunnel  971  feet  long;  an  earth  and 
rock-fill  dam  37  feet  high  and  870  feet 
long  located  on  Lake  Fork  downstream 
from  Lake  Hope,  creating  Trout  Lake 
with  an  area  of  142  acres  and  a  storage 
capacity  of  3.180  acre-feet;  a  conduit 
12.653  feet  long  with  a  capacity  of  50 
cubic  feet  per  second  extending  from  the 
dam;  a  penstock  2.684  feet  long;  and  a 
powerhouse  located  on  the  South  Fork 
San  Miguel  River  containing  one  gen¬ 
erating  unit,  with  a  rated  capacity  of  3- 
600  kilowatts,  directly  connected  to  two 
water  wheels,  one  operated  by  water 
from  Lake  Fork  under  a  static  head  of 
928  feet  and  the  other  from  Howard’s 
Fork  under  a  static  head  of  648  feet,  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  Colorado-Ute  Electric  As¬ 
sociation,  Inc.,  and  a  46-kV  transmis¬ 
sion  line  extending  9  miles  to  Burro 
Bridge  and  three  short  12.5  kV  lines  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  San  Miguel  Power  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc. 


CENTRAL  VERMONT  PUBLIC  SERVICE 
CO. 

Certification  of  Proposed  Settlement 

August  27,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  11,  1976, 
the  Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge 
Allen  C.  Lande  certified  a  Settlement 
Agreement  dated  June  25,  1976  in  the 
above-captioned  docket.  Judge  Lande  set 
September  10,  1976  as  the  date  by  which 
comments  be  filed  with  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc .76-25750  Filed  9-1-76; 8: 45  am] 


Correction 

August  24,  1976. 

In  the  matter  of  Colorado  Interstate 
Gas  Co.,  formerly  Colorado  Interstate 
Gas  Company,  a  division  of  Colorado 
Interstate  Corporation,  in  a  Notice  of 
Redesignation  issued  January  29,  1976 
(41  FR  5670,  February  9,  1976),  make 
the  following  corrections: 

Caption:  Add  “et  al.’’  after  .“G-294.” 

Appendix:  Add  “CP76-177  Pending, 
CP76-178  Pending.  CP76-204  Pending. 
RP72-122  Pending.” 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 
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Project  recreational  features  consist  of 
boat  launching  facilities  and  private 
vacation  cabins  on  Electra  and  Trout 
Lakes.  Joint  applicants  propose  to  in¬ 
crease  the  public  access  and  use  of  the 
recreation  facilities  by  increasing  public 
notice  and  providing  additional  parking, 
boat  rental  facilities,  and  picnicking 
facilities. 

Joint  applicants  estimate  that  project 
net  investment  is  $2,111,411  as  of  April 
30,  1976,  and  that  the  project  provides 
an  estimated  $25,000  in  local  property 
taxes  annually.  The  original  license  for 
the  project  expired  on  June  30,  1970.  The 
project  is  presently  under  annual  license. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  protest  with  reference  to  said  ap¬ 
plication  should  on  or  before  November 
8,  1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20246,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)-.  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  a  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  Rules.  The  appli¬ 
cation  is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  conferred 
upon  the  Federal  Power  Commission  by 
Sections  308  and  309  of  the  Federal  Pow¬ 
er  Act  (16  U.S.C.  825g,  825h)  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  specifically  Section  1.32(b)  (18 
C.F.R.  1.32(b) ) ,  as  amended  by  Order  No. 
518,  a  hearing  may  be  held  without  fur¬ 
ther  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  issue  of  substance 
is  raised  by  any  request  to  be  heard,  pro¬ 
test  or  petition  filed  subsequent  to  this 
notice  within  the  time  required  herein. 
If  an  issue  of  substance  is  raised,  further 
notice  of  hearing  will  be  given. 

Under  the  shortened  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  applicant  or  ini¬ 
tial  pleader  to  appear  to  be  represented 
at  the  hearing  before  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-25743  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am) 


[Docket  No.  ER76-409) 

EL  PASO  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Filing  of  Settlement  Agreement 

August  27,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  16,  1976, 
El  Paso  Electric  Company  (El  Paso)  filed 
for  Commission  approval  a  proposed 
Stipulation  and  Agreement.  South  Texas 
states  that  the  Agreement  constitutes  a 
complete  negotiated  settlement  of  all  is¬ 
sues  raised  in  the  proceeding  in  the 
above-referenced  docket. 

El  Paso  also  filed  an  August  16,  1976, 
proposed  rate  schedules  which,  accord¬ 


ing  to  El  Paso,  Incorporates  all  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agreement. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  settlement  agreement  should 
file  comments  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  September  10,  1976.  Comments  will 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken.  Copies  of  this  agreement  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76 -25753  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am  | 


|  Docket  No.  ER76-796) 

IDAHO  POWER  CO. 

Proposed  Tariff  • 

August  27, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  20,  1976, 
Idaho  Power  Company  tendered  for  filing 
a  proposed  tariff  providing  for  sales  for 
resale  of  non-firm  energy.  The  proposed 
tariff  is  designated  as: 

Idaho  Power  Company  FPC  Electric  Tariff, 

Original  Volume  No.  1,  Original  Sheets  Nos. 

1-4. 

Idaho  Power  Company  requests  a  Sep¬ 
tember  1, 1976  effective  date. 

Idaho  Power  Company  states  that  it 
has  served  copies  of  its  filing  on  the  Idaho 
Public  Utilities  Commission  and  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Utilities  Commissioner  of  Oregon. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  prote-ts  shou’d  be  filed  on 
or  before  September  9,  1976.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must- 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

| FR  Doc.76-25744  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am) 


|  Docket  No.  ER76-853 1 

ILLINOIS  POWER  CO. 

Termination,  Supplement  No.  4  to  IP  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  62 

August  27,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  Illinois  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (“IP”)  on  August  10,  1976  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  a  notice  of  the  termina¬ 
tion  of  Appendix  “E”  dated  May  17, 1973, 
to  the  Facility  Use  Agreement  dated 
June  16,  1972,  between  Central  Illinois 
Light  Company  (“CIL”)  and  IP. 

In  compliance  with  Section  4  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  “E’\  IP  states  that  it  notified  CIL 


on  July  15, 1974  of  the  proposed  termina¬ 
tion. 

IP  and  the  City  of  Springfield,  Illinois 
entered  into  a  Purchase  Agreement  to 
provide  for  the  sale  and  conveyance  by 
IP  to  the  City  of  Springfield,  Illinois  of 
approximately  19.52  circuit  miles  of  IP’s 
69  KV  line  No.  6609  from  the  east  Spring- 
field  substation  to  a  point  two  miles  west 
of  Illiopolis,  Illinois.  Since  CIL’s  34.5  KV 
conductors  for  its  Riverton,  I’linois  cir¬ 
cuit  were  attached  to  one  side  of  IP’s  69 
KV  transmission  l’ne  in  the  vicinity  of 
Riverton,  Illinois,  and  since  IP  no  longer 
owns  these  electrical  faculties,  Appendix 
“E”  to  the  CIL-IP  Faci’ity  Use  Agree¬ 
ment  has  been  terminated. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  Notice  should  file  a  Petition 
to  Intervene  or  Protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  N^rth  Capital 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  ol  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  pe¬ 
titions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  September  9,  1970.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  C"mmirsion  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  Petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of 
this  notice  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

I  FR  Doc .76-25745  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am) 


|  Docket  No.  ER76-849 ) 

ILLINOIS  POWER  CO. 

Filing  Modification  No.  4  and  Termination 
of  Certain  Connection  Points 

August  27, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  Illinois  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (“Illinois  Power”)  on  August  9, 
1976,  tendered  for  filing  proposed  Mod¬ 
ification  No.  4  to  the  Interconnection 
Agreement  (Agreement)  dated  March  30, 
1973,  between  Central  Illinois  Light  Com¬ 
pany  and  Illinois  Power.  The  Commission 
has  previously  designated  the  March  30, 
1973  Agreement  as  Illinois  Power  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  63  and  Central  Illi¬ 
nois  Light  Company  Rate  Schedule  FPC 
No.  14. 

The  parties  state  that  Modification  No. 
4  provides  for  a  proposed  increase  in  the 
charges  effective  September  1,  1976,  for 
Emergency  Maintenance  and  Short- 
Term  Non-Firm,  and  Firm  Power  trans¬ 
actions  betw-een  Illinois  Power  and  Cen¬ 
tral  Illinois  Light  Company. 

The  parties  also  propose  to  modify 
Appendix  A  to  the  Agreement  by  the 
deletion  of  Connection  1-Tremont,  effec¬ 
tive  September  1,  1976,  and  Connection 
4-Springfield,  effective  July  23,  1976. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  or  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
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procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  September  9, 1976.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.76-25754  Filed  9-1-76; 8: 45  am] 


(Docket  Nos.  ER76-714.  ER76-715,  and 
ER76-716] 

INDIANA  &  MICHIGAN  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Minimum  Billing 

August  25, 1976. 

On  July  26,  1976,  Richmond  Power 
and  Light  of  the  City  of  Richmond,  In¬ 
diana  (Richmond),  filed  an  application 
for  rehearing  of  the  Commission’s  order 
In  the  above-captioned  docket  issued  on 
June  23,  1976.  By  that  order,  the  Com¬ 
mission  interalia  denied  Richmond’s  mo¬ 
tion  of  June  17,  1976  for  summary  dis¬ 
position  of  Indiana  &  Michigan’s  (I&M) 
minimum  billing  demand  provision  for 
partial  requirements  customers  and  its 
request  for  a  declaratory  order  estab¬ 
lishing  the  level  of  Richmond’s  contract 
capacity  under  the  applicable  tariff  pro¬ 
vision.  For  the  reasons  stated  below,  we 
shall  deny  rehearing  as  to  the  minimum 
billing  demand  provision,  and  grant  re¬ 
hearing  for  purposes  of  further  consid¬ 
eration  of  Richmond’s  contract  capacity 
level. 

Richmond  argues  that  the  proposed 
minimum  billing  demand  provision 
(which  changes  the  demand  determina¬ 
tion  from  60%  of  contract  capacity  for 
all  wholesale  customers  to  100%  of  con¬ 
tract  capacity  for  partial  requirements 
customers  and  60%  of  contract  capacity 
for  full  requirements  customers)  is  un¬ 
justified,  discriminatory  and  excessively 
burdensome.  Richmond  contends  that 
I&M  has  not  offered  in  its  filing  any 
reasons  or  testimony  to  support  the 
change,  and  has  therefore  not  met  the 
requirements  of  §§  35.13(a)  or  35.13(b) 
(5)  of  the  Commission’s  Regulations. 

While  it  appears  that  I&M  has  offered 
no  testimony  directly  justifying  this 
change,  we  cannot  say  that  the  filing  as 
a  whole,  which  has  substantially  com¬ 
plied  with  the  Commission’s  Regulations, 
does  not  contain  testimony  or  exhibits 
that  indirectly  support  this  particular 
provision.  We  believe  that  this  is  a  prop¬ 
er  subject  to  be  decided  upon  a  full 
evidentiary  hearing  and  not  on  the  basis 
of  the  pleadings.  In  these  proceedings, 
the  burden  of  proof  to  justify  the  mini¬ 
mum  billing  demand  increase  will  be  on 
I&M.  We  shall  therefore  affirm  our  or¬ 
der  of  July  23,  1976,  denying  Rich¬ 

mond’s  request  for  summary  disposition 
of  I&M’s  minimum  billing  demand  pro¬ 
vision  for  partial  requirements  custo¬ 
mers,  and  deny  rehearing  on  this  Issue. 

Alternatively,  Richmond  requests  a 
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declaratory  order  determining  its  Con¬ 
tract  Capacity  under  I&M’s  Tariff  WS, 
Original  Sheet  No.  13,  which  Richmond 
states  is  unchanged  by  I&M’s  filing  in 
the  instant  docket.  Richmond  argues 
that  I&M  has  adhered  to  the  level  of 
Contract  Capacity  established  in  Rich¬ 
mond’s  1965  contract,  and  has  failed  to 
recognize,  as  required  by  the  tariff,  an 
additional  60,000  k\y  unit  added  at 
Whitewater  Valley  Station  since  that 
time.  Richmond  contends  that  under 
the  tariff  definition,1  its  Contract  Capac¬ 
ity  is  11,260  kw  (as  opposed  to  the  59,- 
260  kw  alleged  by  I&M)  and  seeks  a 
declaratory  order  from  the  Commission 
so  stating  and  declaring  that  billing  de¬ 
mands  be  made  on  this  basis. 

Upon  further  review  of  the  Tariff  pro¬ 
vision,  we  find  that  the  level  of  Rich¬ 
mond’s  Contract  Capacity  may  be  sus¬ 
ceptible  to  determination  by  contract  in¬ 
terpretation  and  therefore  be  a  proper 
subject  for  summary  disposition  by  de¬ 
claratory  order.  We  shall  therefore  grant 
rehearing  for  the  limited  purpose  of  fur¬ 
ther  consideration  of  this  issue  and  in¬ 
vite  answers  to  Richmond’s  allegations 
from  I&M  and  other  interested  parties 
to  assist  us  in  our  determination. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  Good 
cause  exists  to  deny  Richmond’s  Appli¬ 
cation  for  Rehearing  on  the  issue  of 
minimum  billing  demand. 

(2)  In  order  to  afford  the  Commission 
additional  time  for  consideration  of  the 
issue  of  whether  Richmond’s  contract 
capacity  can  be  determined  by  contract 
interpretation,  and  to  allow  responsive 
pleadings  from  I&M  and  other  inter¬ 
ested  parties,  it  Ls  necessary  and  proper 
in  the  administration  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  to  grant  rehearing  of  the 
Commission’s  order  issued  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  July  23, 1976  for  the  limited  pur¬ 
pose  of  further  consideration  of  this 
issue. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Rich¬ 
mond’s  Application  for  Rehearing  of  the 
Commission’s  July  23,  1976  order  denying 
summary  disposition  of  the  issue  of 
minimum  billing  demand  is  hereby  de¬ 
nied. 

(B)  Rehearing  of  the  Commission’s 
order  of  July  23.  1976  denying  Rich¬ 
mond’s  request  for  a  declaratory  order 
establishing  its  Contract  Capacity  is 
hereby  granted  for  the  purpose  of  fur¬ 
ther  consideration  of  this  issue. 

(C)  Responses  regarding  the  appro¬ 
priateness  of  a  declaratory  order  to  es- 


1  “Unless  otherwise  agreed  to  by  Customer 
and  Company,  the  Contract  Capacity  of  a 
Customer  receiving  partial  requirements 
service  hereunder,  shall  for  any  year  of 
service  be  equal  to  the  amount  by  which  (a) 
the  maximum  fifteen  minute  kilowatt  de¬ 
mand  of  Customers’  electric  utility  system 
(including  any  amount  supplied  by  gener¬ 
ating  facilities  owned  and  operated  by  Cus¬ 
tomer)  during  the  year  next  preceding  such 
year,  ls  greater  than  (b)  the  firm  capability 
of  the  generating  facilities  owned  and  op¬ 
erated  by  Customer  at  the  end  of  such  next 
preceding  year,  as  mutually  agreed  tipon 
between  Customer  and  Company.  Contract 
Capacity  in  any  year  of  service  shall  in  no 
event  be  less  than  the  Contract  Capacity 
for  the  first  year  of  service  hereunder." 
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tablish  the  level  of  Richmond’s  Con¬ 
tract  Capacity  should  be  filed  and  served 
on  all  parties  on  or  before  September  17, 
1976,  after  the,issuance  of  this  order. 

(D)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.76-25741  Filed  9-7-76:8:45  am] 


(Docket  Nos.  E-9329  &  E-9549] 

INDIANA  &  MICHIGAN  ELECTRIC  CO., 
ET  AL. 

Order  Denying  Request 

August  27,  1976. 

On  January  30. 1976,  the  City  of  Ander¬ 
son,  Indiana  (Anderson)  filed  a  motion 
for  deferral  of  proceedings  and  com¬ 
plaint  and  motion  for  investigation  un¬ 
der  Sections  202,  205  and  206  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act.1  On  February  12, 
1976,  the  Commission  Secretary,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  §  1.6  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure,  sent  a  letter  en¬ 
closing  a  copy  of  the  complaint,  for  re¬ 
sponse  within  30  days  of  the  date  there¬ 
of,  to  the  American  Electric  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  the  American  Electric  Power 
Service  Corporation,  Indiana  &  Michi¬ 
gan  Electric  Company  2  as  well  as  to  the 
City  of  Anderson,  Indiana.  Responses 
thereto  were  filed  by  the  Commission 
Staff  Counsel  on  March  22,  1076,  and  by 
Indiana  &  Michigan  Electric  Company 
(I&M>  on  May  28,  1976.  For  the  reasons 
set  forth  below,  the  Commission  shall 
grant  in  part  and  deny  in  part  the  relief 
requested  by  I&M,  Staff  Counsel  and 
Anderson,  respectively,  and  shall  estab¬ 
lish  appropriate  hearing  procedures  con¬ 
sistent  therewith. 

Background 

Indiana  &  Michigan  Electric  Company 
has  provided  electric  service  to  the  City 
of  Anderson,  Indiana  since  September  21, 
1951.  Anderson,  population  70,787,  is  a 
primarily  industrial  community  located 
thirty  miles  northeast  of  Indianapolis. 
Its  largest  single  employee  is  the  Delco- 
Remy  Division  of  General  Motors.  Under 


1  The  complaint  was  given  a  new  Docket 
No.  E-9549,  such  that  Anderson’s  pleading 
and  the  responses  thereto  were  docketed  in 
Docket  No.  E-9329,  as  well  as  In  Docket  No. 
E-9549. 

2  American  Electric  Power  Company,  Inc. 
(AEP)  is  an  electric  utility  holding  com¬ 
pany,  which  owns  and  controls  the  defend¬ 
ant  American  Electric  Power  Service  Cor¬ 
poration  (AEP  Service  Corp.),  the  defend¬ 
ant  Indiana  &  Michigan  Electric  Company 
(I&M),  and  other  subsidiary  companies. 
The  AEP  Service  Corp.  establishes  the  poli¬ 
cies  and  controls  the  operations  of  I&M  and 
AEP’s  other  subsidiary  companies  and  its 
activities  include  forecasting  customers’ 
demand  for  electric  power  and  constructing 
generation  and  transmission  facilities  as 
necessary  to  meet  customers’  anticipated 
needs.  It  also  dispatches  electric  power  over 
the  transmission  lines  of  AEP’s  subsidiaries 
for  the  benefit  of  I&M. 
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the  agreement  with  I&M  Anderson  was 
to  receive  service  for  a  period  of  eight 
years  from  the  time  service  commenced. 
A  new  contract  was  entered  into  April  17, 
1957  for  a  period  of  eight  years  and  in 
1963  Anderson  and  I&M  agreed  to  an 
amendment  which  increased  the  con¬ 
tract  capacity  for  service  to  Anderson  to 
31,500  kva  and  provided  that  the  term 
of  the  agreement  be  extended  for  a  five 
year  period  and  thereafter  be  renewed 
automatically  in  two  successive  periods 
of  five  years  each,  unless  either  party 
give  the  other  not  less  than  twenty-four 
months  notice  in  waiting  of  its  election 
to  discontinue  the  service  at  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  any  such  five  year  period.  Pursu¬ 
ant  to  that  provision,  by  letter  dated 
April  16,  1973  I&M  notified  Anderson  of 
its  intent  to  discontinue  service  under 
the  service  agreement  effective  April  16, 
1975.  On  March  17,  1975,  I&M  tendered 
for  filing  in  Docket  No.  E-9329  a  pro¬ 
posed  service  agreement,  unsigned  by 
either  party,  which  would  govern  service 
between  I&M  and  Anderson  under  I&M’s 
FPC  Tariff  WS  and  which  would  cancel 
and  supersede  I&M’s  FPC  Rate  Schedule 
No.  27.  The  Commission  by  its  order  of 
April  16,  1975  rejected  Anderson’s  pro¬ 
test  to  the  new  filing  by  I&M  and  ac¬ 
cepted  the  proposed  service  agreement 
for  filing  to  become  effective  April  17, 
1975.  Thereafter  on  May  14, 1975,  Ander¬ 
son  petitioned  for  rehearing  of  the 
April  16  order,  maintaining  that  the 
Commission  erred  (a)  in  finding  that 
I&M  had  given  Anderson  proper  notice  to 
terminate  service  under  Tariff  IP;  (b)  in 
finding  that  Anderson  did  not  have  con¬ 
tractual  right  to  elect  to  continue  to  be 
served  under  Tariff  IP;  and  (c)  in  find¬ 
ing  that  proferred  service  agreement  was 
not  discriminatory. 

By  order  issued  June  13,  1975,  the 
Commission  granted  rehearing  in  part 
and  denied  in  part.  Rehearing  was 
granted  specifically  to  provide  for  a 
hearing  on  the  question  on  the  justness 
and  reasonableness  of  the  proposed 
service  agreement  provisions  which  limit 
Anderson  to  one  delivery  point  and  108,- 
000  kva.  Prior  to  the  appointed  hearing 
date  the  first  of  these  two  issues  was 
settled. 

A  hearing  was  held  on  November  18, 
1975,  before  Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  Sherman  Kimball.  I&M  sub¬ 
mitted  the  testimony  of  Robert  M.  Kop- 
per,  Executive  Vice  President  and  Chief 
Operating  Officer.  Anderson  submitted 
the  evidence  of  William  R.  Mayben,  a 
consulting  engineer.  The  twro  principal 
parties  and  Staff  were  the  only  partici¬ 
pants  in  the  proceeding. 

Witness  Kopper  in  testifying  on  behalf 
of  I&M  stated  with  reference  to  the  108,- 
000  kva  limitation  that  “I&M  believed  it 
appropriate  to  fix  the  highest  previous 
demand  registered  by  Anderson  on  I&M 
namely  108,000  kva  as  the  ‘Contract  Ca¬ 
pacity’  and  thereby  established  a  base 
number  for  the  application  of  the  mini¬ 
mum  billing  demand  to  Anderson.” 
Kopper  testified  further  that  Anderson 
was  correct  that  there  are  limitations  in 
connection  with  I&M’s  service  to  Ander¬ 


son.  He  stated  the  limitations  “are  im¬ 
posed  by  both  the  substation  facilities 
through  which  Anderson  is  now  served 
and  by  I&M’s  shortage  of  generating  ca¬ 
pability.”  In  response  to  a  question  as  to 
whether  or  not  I&M  had  the  ability  to 
increase  its  generating  capacity  or  to  add 
new  facilities  in  order  to  permit  supply 
of  additional  quantities  of  powder  to 
Anderson,  Kopper  replied,  “no.”  (Tr.  6). 
On  cross-examination  Witness  Kopper 
made  it  clear  that  I&M  intended  to  re¬ 
gard  the  contract  capacity  figure  as  a 
maximum  delivery  obligation  and  would 
treat  any  demands  by  Anderson  in  excess 
of  this  amount  as  a  non-firm  load.  (Tr. 
24-25). 

Mr.  Kopper  testified  specifically  as 
follows: 

Q.  All  right,  and  Is  it  your  testimony  that 
if  the  wholesale  customers  imposed  this  bur¬ 
den  on  the  system  so  that  the  system  or  let’s 
say,  I  don’t  want  to  confine  It  to  the  whole¬ 
sale  customers,  let’s  say  because  of  your  total 
system  load,  the  system  became  Infirm  do 
you  now,  I&M,  have  a  policy  of  load  shedding 
in  that  situation? 

A.  Yes.  If  the  system  becomes  unstable,  we 
have  a  problem  of  load  shedding. 

Q.  What  is  that  program? 

A.  Well,  the  first  step  Is  you  relieve  your¬ 
self  of  all  non-firm  commitments. 

Q.  Do  any  of  your  wholesale  customers  fall 
in  that  category? 

A.  Yes,  where  they  take  capacity  in  excess 
of  their  contract  capacity.  (Tr.  1:24-25). 

Cross-examination  also  revealed  the 
following : 

Q.  Well  if  your  system  becomes  infirm,  it 
affects  everybody. 

A.  That  is  true.  We  would  take  prompt 
steps,  of  course,  to  relieve  ourselves  of  cer¬ 
tain  burdens  that  we  don’t  have  a  contract 
commitment  for.  (Tr.  1:29)  (emphasis  sup¬ 
plied)  . 

Mr.  Kopper  further  testified: 

Q.  Now  Mr.  Cook  had  ultimate  responsi¬ 
bility  for  the  decision  by  I&M  and  the  deci¬ 
sion  in  the  other  system  companies  of  I&M 
to  withdraw  or  attempt  to  withdraw  from 
the  wholesale  power  business? 

A.  He  happens  to  be  the  President  of  indi¬ 
vidual  companies  and  chief  executive  officer. 

Q.  Does  that  mean  the  answer  is  yes? 

A.  I  think  that  would  define  it  as  being 
yes. 

He  also  stated : 

Q.  When  you  made  the  policy  decision,  was 
it  and  is  it  your  feeling  that  removal  of 
I&M  from  the  wholesale  power  business  will 
solve  your  generation  problems? 

A.  It  would  enable  us  to  have  adequate 
generation  or  reasonably  adequate  genera¬ 
tion  to  service  the  Individual  customers  in 
our  retail  area  or  the  franchise  area  that 
we  hold  franchises  in  both  the  State  of  In¬ 
diana  and  Michigan.  (Tr.  1:51). 

Witness  Kopper  also  made  it  clear 
that  it  was  I&M’s  position  that  it  has 
greater  public  utility  service  obligations 
to  its  retail  customers  than  it  does  to  Its 
wholesale  customers.  Mr.  Kopper ’s  testi¬ 
mony  to  that  effect  is  as  follows: 

Q.  And  thus  the  capacity  shortage  would 
apply  to  retail  customers  as  well  as  whole¬ 
sale  customers? 

A.  Not  necessarily. 

Q.  Why  is  that? 


A.  Because  we,  in  order  to  provide  ade¬ 
quate  capacity  for  individual  customers 
which  we  are  franchised  to  serve  pursuant  to 
Indiana  franchise  law,  is  that  we  have  an 
obligation  there  first  to  these  customers,  and 
we  would  seek  every  means  to  maintain  serv¬ 
ice  to  them. 

That  is  one  reason  why  we  are  contem¬ 
plating,  have  taken  initial  steps  to  relieve 
ourselves  of  contract  commitments  under 
wholesale  contracts,  so  we  would  have  the 
capacity  to  serve  the  individual  customers, 
primarily  those  at  retail. 

Q.  So  that  your  testimony  is  that  you  be¬ 
lieve  there  is  a  greater  obligation  on  the  part 
of  Indiana  &  Michigan  to  serve  retail  cus¬ 
tomers  than  to  serve  wholesale  customers? 

A.  Absolutely. 

Q.  Absolutely? 

A.  Sure  (Tr.  1:18-19). 

Witness  William  R.  Mayben  appearing 
on  behalf  of  Anderson  testified  that  he 
had  been  engaged  to  conduct  engineer¬ 
ing  and  economic  studies  with  respect  to 
future  power  supply  to  serve  Anderson. 
He  testified  that  his  studies  indicated 
that  Anderson  has  two  approaches  to 
future  power  supply.  First,  it  can  remain 
an  all  or  substantially  all  requirements 
customer  of  I&M,  or  it  can  become  an 
owner  of  bulk  power  supply  facilities  to 
meet  all  or  substantially  all  of  its  power 
requirements.  He  testified  that  Anderson 
had  had  no  electric  generating  capacity 
of  its  own  since  1964.  He  testified  con¬ 
cerning  the  need  for  discussion  and 
negotiation  between  Anderson  and  I&M 
to  solve  Anderson’s  electric  power  needs 
and  of  the  difficulties  Anderson  faced  in 
providing  its  own  power  facilities.  Mr. 
Mayben  recommended  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  determine  what,  if  any,  limitations 
exist  in  the  delivery  capacity  between 
I&M  and  Anderson  and  seek  to  find  a 
way  to  resolve  this  limitation  through 
joint  or  individual  ownership  of  facili¬ 
ties  by  Anderson.  He  further  recom¬ 
mended  that  no  action  be  taken  by  the 
Commission  “concerning  a  limitation  in 
the  supply  of  wholesale  power  to  Ander¬ 
son  by  I&M  until  completion  of  Ander¬ 
son’s  power  supply  studies  and  an 
understanding  or  agreement  is  reached 
between  Anderson  and  I&M  with  regard 
to  the  manner  in  which  Anderson’s  fu¬ 
ture  power  requirements  will  be  sup¬ 
plied.” 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  direct  and 
cross-examination  the  attorney  for  An¬ 
derson  asked  to  go  into  “the  most 
thorough  discovery  of  what  is  going  on 
on  the  AEP  system,  I&M  system  specifi¬ 
cally  as  to  their  load  projections,  the 
studies  that  they  had  done  through  the 
end  of  the  year,  to  depose  the  people  who 
have  made  the  policy  decisions  on  with¬ 
drawal  from  the  wholesale  power  busi¬ 
ness,  to  get  into  more  specificity  the  kind 
of  arrangements  that  I&M  has  with 
other  investor-owned  utilities  and  other 
utilities,  to  see  what  Anderson  can  spare 
as  we  go  down  the  line  in  doing  the 
power  supply,  and  after  that  period  of 
time  to  see  where  we  are.”  The  attorney 
for  I&M  countered  with  the  statement 
that  “all  of  the  testimony  is  in  that  any¬ 
body  wanted  to  sponsor  in  this  case  ...  I 
am  going  to  ask  you  to  set  a  briefing  date 
and  ask  you  to  then  take  this  case  and 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  172— THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  2,  1976 


NOTICES 


37159 


decide  it.”  The  Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  determined  to  keep  the  rec¬ 
ord  open  for  a  period  of  forty-five  days 
•and  to  hold  a  conference  with  the  parties 
on  December  15,  1975. 

On  December  15,  1975,  a  conference 
was  held  with  the  pafties  presided  over 
by  the  Administrative  Law  Judge.  At  the 
conference  counsel  for  I&M  argued  that 
the  108,000  kva  limitation  “was  inserted 
because  that  had  been  the  highest  take 
by  the  City  of  Anderson  on  I&M,  and 
therefore,  because  of  the  existence  of  a 
new  tariff,  this  WS  creature,  we  need  a 
number  which  would  fix  for  present  pur¬ 
poses  the  ratchet  contained  in  Tariff  WS 
which,  so  that  the  record  is  clear,  is  a 
sixty  percent  ratchet.”  (Tr.  158) .  Again 
on  page  165,  counsel  reiterates  that  “I 
am  ready,  sir,  to  represent  on  the  record 
here  on  behalf  of  my  client  that  the 
108,000  number  appearing  in  paragraph 
9  of  the  unsigned  service  agreement  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  with  this  Commission 
is  intended  to  represent  nothing  more 
than  the  highest  previous  maximum  take 
of  the  City  of  Anderson,  Indiana,  on  the 
facilities  of  my  client,  and  was  inserted 
in  that  form  document  solely  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  fixing  the  minimum  billing  de¬ 
mand  as  that  is  defined  in  Tariff  WS.” 
Counsel  for  Anderson  countered  that  he 
had  written  counsel  for  I&M  “a  letter  to 
that  effect,  that  the  108,000  referenced 
contract  capacity  was  used  not  as  a  con¬ 
tract  limitation,  but  was  used  only  for 
purposes  of  the  ratchet,  which  I  under¬ 
stand,  being  the  highest  take,  and  have 
to  pay  for  sixty  percent  of  that  forever 
no  matter  what  your  load  is,  but  not  a 
limitation.”  (emphasis  added)  Counsel 
for  Anderson  further  stated  that  as  to 
actual  physical  facilities  and  the  unwill¬ 
ingness  of  I&M  to  serve  in  excess  of 
120,000,  if  that  should  ever  arise,  his  be¬ 
lief  that  Anderson  had  remedies  that  it 
could  seek  before  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  at  that  time.  Counsel  for 
Anderson  stated  that  he  would  be  willing 
to  withdraw  the  discovery  or  data  request 
that  was  the  subject  of  the  December  15 
conference  with  one  caveat,  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  review  the  interconnection  fil¬ 
ing  in  the  AEP  systemwide  proceeding. 
At  that  point  a  ten  minute  recess  was 
held. 

After  the  recess,  counsel  for  Anderson 
stated  that  on  August  28,  1975,  Ander¬ 
son  had  sent  a  letter  to  I&M  which  was 
an  offer  to  settle  the  issue  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.  The  letter  stated  in  part: 

In  connection  with  E-9329  and  the  dis¬ 
crimination  issues  raised  by  Anderson,  it  is 
my  opinion  that  Anderson  would  be  willing 
to  sign  a  service  agreement  with  I&M  which 
deletes  the  referenced  contract  capacity,  rec¬ 
ognizes  the  fact  that  Anderson  now  takes 
power  and  energy  at  two  delivery  points  (al¬ 
though  only  one  of  which  includes  metering 
facilities),  recognizes  the  need  for  installa¬ 
tion  of  additional  delivery  points  and  the  up¬ 
grading  of  voltage  levels  at  existing  delivery 
points  (to  be  metered  at  one  delivery  point) 
as  Anderson’s  load  grows,  and  otherwise 
presents  no  barrier  to  Anderson’s  pursuing 
alternate  bulk  power  supply  arrangements 
if  and  when  appropriate  action  is  deemed 
necessary  and  is  taken  by  responsible  of¬ 
ficials.  (Tr.  173). 


Counsel  then  stated  that  Anderson 
would  not  insist  on  deletion  of  the  capac¬ 
ity  figure,  but  would  insist  on  amenda¬ 
tory  language  to  make  it  clear  that  the 
figure  was  for  ratchet  purposes  only. 
Counsel  further  requested  that  I&M  as¬ 
sure  it  that  the  unsigned  service  agree¬ 
ment  is  not  meant  to  be  a  limitation  on 
Anderson’s  ability  to  take  power  and 
energy  from  additional  delivery  points  as 
its  load  grows,  and  not  meant  as  a  lim¬ 
itation  on  the  upgrading  on  present  de¬ 
livery  points.  Counsel  for  Anderson  then 
asked  for  a  stipulation  by  the  company 
that  there  is  no  need  to  brief  the  legal 
issue  presented  by  the  company’s  an¬ 
nounced  withdrawal  policy  from  the 
wholesale  power  business  on  the  basis 
that  there  presently  is  nothing  before 
the  Commission  to  be  decided  as  to  that 
policy.  Counsel  for  I&M  refused  to  make 
such  stipulations  pointing  out  that  An¬ 
derson  was  contractually  free  to  seek 
other  power  sources  and  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  I&M  to  serve  only  on  “a  day- 
to-day  basis”  because  of  a  deficiency  in 
its  generating  capacity.  Counsel  for  An¬ 
derson  then  countered  that  it  would  be 
necessary  to  go  to  discovery.  (Tr.  176) . 

Counsel  for  I&M  indicated  that  I&M 
would  not  sign  the  service  agreement  in 
order  to  preserve  its  right  to  serve  only 
on  a  “day-to-day”  basis  and  further 
stated  “we  will  not  enter  into  a  long¬ 
term  contract  for  firm  power  with  whole¬ 
sale  municipals  or  rural  electric  coopera¬ 
tives.  It  is  going  to  be  day-to-day.  And 
our  position  is  nothing  else  but  day-to- 
day.”  (Tr.  180) . 

After  discussion  of  some  further  refine¬ 
ment  of  the  discovery  process,  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Judge  determined  further  con¬ 
ference  should  be  held  on  January  12, 
1976. 

On  January  12,  1976  a  forty  minute 
conference  between  the  parties  was  held. 
At  the  conference  it  developed  that  I&M 
did  not  intend  to  respond  to  the  dis¬ 
covery  questions  submitted  in  letter 
form  by  Anderson,  on  the  ground  that 
the  information  was  available  in  the  files 
of  the  Commission  and  that  the  infor¬ 
mation  which  covered  not  only  I&M  but 
“constitutent  members  of  AEP”  was  too 
broad.  Counsel  for  I&M  stated  that  if 
Anderson  wished  to  make  application  to 
the  Commission  to  enlarge  the  proceed¬ 
ing  or  institute  a  separate  proceeding  on 
a  separate  issue  that  that  was  the  way 
it  should  proceed.  (Tr.  191) . 

Counsel  for  Anderson  countered  that 
the  position  of  I&M  that  it  would  not  sign 
the  service  agreement  went  to  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  the  justness  and  reasonableness 
of  the  contractual  provision  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  a  capacity  limitation  and  that 
therefore  that  matter  was  at  issue  in  this 
docket.  (Tr.  194). 

Staff  counsel  agreed  in  part  with  each 
of  the  other  counsels,  stating  “the  ques¬ 
tion  to  be  determined  here  is  whether  this 
is  the  proper  proceeding  in  which  to  pur¬ 
sue  the  issue  of  the  propriety  or  legality 
and  the  resulting  effects  of  I&M  and  AEP 
leaving  the  wholesale  electric  business.” 
Staff  counsel  stated  her  understanding 
that  this  issue  has  arisen  in  other  cases 
and  her  view  that  it  would  be  duplicative 


and  repetitive  to  try  this  issue  in  every 
single  individual  proceeding.  (Tr.  194).* 

The  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  determined  that  the  matter  of 
duplication  with  reference  to  other  pro¬ 
ceedings  is  one  that  should  be  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  Commission  with 
the  idea  that  there  should  be  consolida¬ 
tion.  Thereafter  under  agreement  by  all 
parties  the  record  was  kept  open  so  that 
Anderson  could  file  a  motion  asking  for 
clarification  "of  the  principles  or  non¬ 
principles  of  the  issue  of  the  withdrawal 
of  I&M  from  the  wholesale  power  busi¬ 
ness,  the  so-called  day-to-day  treatment 
wholesale  customers  are  now  getting,  and 
seeking  Commission  guidance  as  to  how 
the  issues  posed  by  that  policy  should  be 
handled  in  the  context  of  Anderson  and 
Anderson’s  relationship  with  Indiana  and 
Michigan  Electric  Company.”  (Tr.  200 >. 

Motion  by  Anderson 

On  January  30,  1976,  Anderson  filed  a 
motion  “for  deferral  of  proceedings  and 
complaint  and  .  .  .  for  an  investigation 
under  Sections  202,  205  and  206  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act.”  Anderson’s  pleading 
after  reciting  the  history  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing  to  date  and  the  testimony  of  I&M  as 
well  as  its  counsel’s  statements  concern¬ 
ing  the  future  plans  of  I&M  and  AEP 
to  withdraw  from  the  wholesale  electric 
business  stated  that  AEP’s  announced 
policy  raises  fundamental  issues  of 
critical  importance  to  the  regulatory 
framework  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
which  could  only  be  solved  by  a  system- 
wide  Commission  investigation  of  AEP 
and  the  American  Electric  Power  Service 
Corporation.  Further,  Anderson  seeks  a 
Commission  order  requiring  the  adoption 
by  the  service  corporation  of  an  end-use, 
non-discriminatory  curtailment  plan  in 
the  event  the  Commission  finds  that  AEP 
is  in  fact,  faced  with  a  capacity  shortage 
as  claimed,  and  that  the  service  corpora¬ 
tion  be  ordered  to  refrain  from  dis¬ 
criminatory  planning  for  future  load 
growth  to  the  detriment  of  Anderson. 

Anderson  then  discusses  the  authority 
of  the  Commission  under  sections  205, 
206  and  202  to  grant  the  relief  it  requests. 
Anderson  states  that  section  205(a)  of 
the  Act  requires  that  all  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  affecting  or  pertaining  to  rates  or 
charges  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  be  just  and  reasonable:  that 
205(b)  prohibits  a  public  utility  from 
making  or  granting  any  undue  prefer¬ 
ence  in  the  transmission  of  electric  pow¬ 
er;  and  that  206  allows  the  Commission 
to  investigate  on  its  own  motion  or  on 
complaint  any  rule,  regulation,  or  prac¬ 
tice  or  contract  affecting  a  rate  subject 
to  the  Commission’s  jurisdiction  which 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable  or  discrimi¬ 
natory.  Anderson  alleges  that  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Electric  Service  Corporation  as  the 
agent  for  I&M  and  other  AEP  subsidi¬ 
aries,  is  dispatching  power  in  interstate 


3  See :  Nevada  Power  Company,  FPC.  issued 
May  30,  1975,  in  Docket  No.  E-9306;  see  also 
order  issued  November  28,  1975,  in  Docket 
No.  E-9306.  This  case  is  currently  before  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge  for 
decision. 
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commerce  In  a  discriminatory  manner  to 
the  detriment  of  Anderson  and  for  the 
benefit  of  I&M  and  other  AEP  subsidi¬ 
aries.  Anderson  also  asserts  that  the  lim¬ 
itation  of  service  by  AEP  to  Anderson 
and  other  wholesale  customers  to  day-to- 
day  service  scheme,  discriminatory  cur¬ 
tailment,  and  the  announced  intention  of 
AEP  to  cease  service  completely  to  An¬ 
derson  and  other  wholesale  customers  is 
a  practice  affecting  a  rate  subject  to  this 
Commission's  jurisdiction,  and  that  the 
justness  and  reasonableness  of  this  prac¬ 
tice  is  properly  cognizable  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Finally,  Anderson  says  that 
section  202(c)  is  applicable  in  this  situa¬ 
tion  because  AEP  by  its  own  words  con¬ 
tends  that  an  emergency  exists  on  its 
system. 

Anderson  states  that  antitrust  con¬ 
siderations  are  of  paramount  importance 
in  this  case.  Anderson  concludes  for  all 
of  the  reasons  described  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  should  institute  an  investigation 
pursuant  to  the  cited  Sections  of  the  Act 
of  AEP,  the  Service  Corporation,  and 
I&M. 

Responses 

On  March  29,  1976,  Commission  Staff 
Counsel  filed  an  answer  to  Anderson’s 
motion  recommending  inter  alia  that  the 
Commission  issue  an  order  reflecting  (1) 
a  finding  that  as  a  matter  of  law  and 
policy  the  Commission  deem  attempts  by 
I&M  to  discriminate  between  loads  of  its 
wholesale  customers  and  loads  of  its  re¬ 
tail  customers  to  be  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory  and  unlawful  under  Section  205  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act  and  that  therefore 
the  Commission  will  not  permit  such  be¬ 
havior;  (2)  a  finding  that  based  upon 
the  record  in  Docket  No.  E-9329,  the 
108,000  Kva  limitation  should  be  sum¬ 
marily  eliminated  as  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory  and  unlawful;  (3)  a  finding  that 
service  by  I&M  to  Anderson  on  a  day-to- 
day  basis  is  unduly  discriminatory  and 
unlawful  under  Section  205  and  that  a 
hearing  should  be  established  in  Docket 
No.  9329  to  determine  the  just  and  rea¬ 
sonable  contract  term  for  service  to  An¬ 
derson;  and  finally  (4)  a  finding  that  the 
facts  presented  in  Staff  Counsel’s  plead¬ 
ing,  as  well  as  the  statement  of  law  set 
forth  therein,  render  it  unnecessary  at 
the  present  time  to  institute  an  investi¬ 
gation  into  the  generating  capacity  of 
I&M,  AEP  and  AEP  Service  Corporation. 

In  support  of  the  recommendations 
contained  in  the  pleading.  Staff  Counsel 
cites  the  statements  of  I&M  Witness 
Kopper,  referred  to  previously  in  this 
order,  to  the  effect  that  I&M  regards  the 
108,000  Kva  contract  capacity  figure  as 
a  maximum  delivery  obligation  and  that 
any  demands  by  Anderson  in  excess  of 
that  figure  would  be  considered  as  non¬ 
firm  load  which,  in  turn,  would  be  the 
first  load  to  be  shed  in  a  curtailment,  or 
load  shedding,  situation.  (Tr.  1:24-25) 
Staff  Counsel  also  cites  Witness  Kopper’s 
testimony  that  I&M  has  a  higher  legal 
duty  to  serve  retail  customers  (which  are 
subject  to  state  jurisdiction)  as  opposed 
to  wholesale  customers  (which  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  Federal  Power  Commission  juris¬ 
diction).  (Tr.  1:18-19)  Moreover,  Staff 
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Counsel  cites  testimony  of  Witness  Kop¬ 
per  to  the  effect  that  the  unsigned  serv¬ 
ice  agreement  under  which  I&M  is  now 
serving  Anderson  on  a  day-to-day  basis 
is  in  fact  a  part  of  an  American  Electric 
Power  Company,  Inc.  policy  to  end  serv¬ 
ice  to  wholesale  customers  such  as  An¬ 
derson.  (Tr.  1:51) 

Staff  Counsel  states  that  L&M  has  an 
obligation  under  the  Federal  Power  Act 
to  provide  adequate  and  continuous  serv¬ 
ice  to  Anderson  and  other  wholesale  cus¬ 
tomers  with  provisions  for  reasonable 
growth.  Furthermore.  Staff  Counsel  ar¬ 
gues  that  any  diminution  of  service  to 
Anderson  and  other  wholesale  customers 
must  be  done  based  upon  substantial  evi¬ 
dence  and  in  a  rational  and  nondiscrimi- 
natory  manner  vis-a-vis  l&M’s  retail  cus¬ 
tomers.  It  is  also  asserted  that  in  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  public  interest  showing,  I&M 
may  not  terminate  service  to  Anderson 
or  any  other  wholesale  customer  and  fur¬ 
thermore  that  the  Commission  may  order 
continuation  of  pre-existing  service  ar¬ 
rangements  in  the  event  a  termination  of 
service  is  attempted  without  a  public  in¬ 
terest  showing. 

On  May  28,  1976,  I&M  filed  a  “Com- ' 
ment”  in  response  to  Anderson’s  Motion 
stating,  inter  alia,  that  those  issues  raised 
in  Anderson’s  Motion  and  in  Staff’s  Re¬ 
sponse  thereto,  which  were  not  origin¬ 
ally  set  for  hearing  in  Docket  No.  E-9329, 
should,  if  the  Commission  deems  investi¬ 
gation  of  these  issues  appropriate,  be 
severed  from  Docket  No.  E-9329  and  con¬ 
solidated  for  purposes  of  hearing  and  de¬ 
cision  with  Docket  No.  E-9548.  Docket 
No.  E-9548  involves  a  complaint  by  sev¬ 
eral  of  I&M’s  municipal  customers  alleg¬ 
ing,  inter  alia,  that  I&M  has  given  them 
notice  of  its  intention  to  terminate  serv¬ 
ice  to  them  and  requesting  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  institute  an  investigation  under 
section  206(a)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
into  the  claims  by  the  AEP  system  con¬ 
cerning  alleged  shortages  of  capacity  and 
energy  on  the  AEP  system,  the  termina¬ 
tion  of  service  to  wholesale  customer  is¬ 
sues,  and  whether  or  not  the  Commis¬ 
sion  should  establish  and  implement  a 
curtailment  plan  for  the  AEP  system. 
This  complaint  was  filed  on  January  30, 
1976,  the  same  day  that  Anderson  filed 
its  Motion  in  Docket  Nos.  E-9329  and  E- 
9549.  I&M  states  that  severance  of  these 
issues  from  Docket  No.  E-9329  and  con¬ 
solidation  of  such  issues  with  Docket  No. 
E-9548  is  supported  by  the  Commission’s 
order  in  “Indiana  &  Michigan  Electric 

Company,” - FPC - ,  issued  April  7, 

1976,  in  Docket  No.  ER76-357,  wherein 
the  Commission  directed  certain  of  I&M’s 
REMC  customers  to  raise  any  allegations 
regarding  “AEP  statements  that  it  is  go¬ 
ing  out  of  the  wholesale  business”  in 
Docket  No.  E-9549  rather  than  in  Docket 
No.  ER76-357  which  involved  the  appro¬ 
priate  rate  levels  to  be  charged  in  an 
operating  agreement  among  I&M,  Con¬ 
sumers  Power  Compnay,  and  Detroit  Edi¬ 
son  Company. 

Finally,  I&M  requests  the  Commission 
to  deny  any  requests  by  Anderson  or  Staff 
for  summary  disposition  of  any  issues 
raised  in  their  respective  pleadings. 


Discussion 

The  Commission’s  review  of  Staff 
Counsel’s  request  concerning  the  108,000 
Kva  issue  indicates  that  it  is,  in  effect, 
a  request  that  the  Commission  waive  the 
intermediate  decision  by  the  Presiding 
Administrative  Law  Judge.  Because  of 
the  complex  nature  of  the  issue,  it  is 
appropriate  that  the  Presiding  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge  issue  an  initial  deci¬ 
sion  on  this  issue  prior  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  making  its  final  decision  thereon. 
Accordingly,  Staff  Counsel’s  request  that 
we  decide  that  issue  at  this  time  is  denied 
and  the  issue  is  referred  to  the  Presid¬ 
ing  Administrative  Law  Judge  for  his 
initial  decision  thereon  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure. 

The  Commission’s  review  of  the  record 
and  the  pleadings  filed  in  this  proceeding 
indicates  that  the  day-to-day  service  to 
Anderson,  which  results  from  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  unsigned  service  agreement 
under  which  I&M  is  currently  serving 
Anderson,  has  not  been  shown  to  be  just 
and  reasonable  and  may  be  unjust,  un¬ 
reasonable,  preferential,  unduly  dis¬ 
criminatory  or  otherwise  unlawful.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  Commission  shall  expand 
the  scope  of  the  proceedings  in  Docket 
No.  E-9329  to  determine  the  just  and 
reasonable  contract  term  for  service  to 
Anderson,  as  well  as  the  appropriate  no¬ 
tice  provisions  for  cancellation  or  termi¬ 
nation  of  such  contract.* 

The  broader  Issues  raised  herein  con 
cem  allegations  that:  (1)  I&M,  as  well 
as  AEP,  are  attempting  to  remove  them¬ 
selves  from  the  wholesale  electric  busi¬ 
ness,  (2)  AEP  is  currently  or  will  in  the 
near  future  be  suffering  from  a  lack  of 
energy  and/or  capacity  to  serve  its 
wholesale  customers,  and  (3)  there  is  a 
need  for  a  curtailment  plan  on  the  AEP 
system.  The  Commission  agrees  with  I&M 
that  such  issues  should  not  be  raised  in 
Docket  No.  E-9329  but  rather  should  be 
severed  from  Docket  No.  E-9329,  placed 
in  Docket  No.  E-9549  which,  in  turn, 
should  be  consolidated  for  purposes  of 
hearing  and  decision  with  Docket  No.  E- 

9548.  The  Commission  shall  so  order. 
Furthermore,  consistent  with  this  action, 
the  Commission  has,  this  day,  issued  an 
order  in  Docket  Nos.  E-9548  and  E-9549 
setting  these  matters  for  hearing  and 
investigation. 

The  Commission  notes  that  Anderson 
has  requested  in  its  Motion  that  the  in¬ 
vestigation  in  Docket  No.  E-9329  be 
deferred  pending  resolution  of  the  in¬ 
vestigation  in  Docket  Nos.  E-9548  and  E- 

9549.  Upon  review,  the  Commission  has 
determined  that  it  would  not  be  in  the 
public  interest  to  delay  resolution  of  the 
108,000  Kva  issue  and  the  day-to-day 
service  issue  in  Docket  No.  E-9329  pend¬ 
ing  resolution  of  the  broader  issues  set 
for  hearing  in  Docket  Nos.  E-9548  and  E- 


‘  See:  Kentucky  Power  Company,  Opinion 
No.  652,  49  FPC  564  (1973);  rehearing  denied. 
Opinion  No.  662-A,  49  FPC  1040  (1973), 
wherein  the  Commission  modified  a  termi¬ 
nation  provision  It  found  to  be  unjust  and 
unreasonable. 
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9549.  Accordingly.  Anderson’s  request 

shall  be  denied. 

The  Commission  finds.  It  is  necessary 
and  appropriate  in  the  public  interest 
and  to  aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  that: 

(1)  Staff  Counsel’s  request  that  the 
Commission  decide  the  Issue  of  the  just¬ 
ness  and  reasonableness  of  the  108,000 
Kva  contract  capacity  question  at  this 
time  be  denied,  and  that  the  issue  be  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  in  Docket  No.  E-9329  in  order 
that  he  may  issue  an  initial  decision 
thereon  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure; 

(2)  That  the  scope  of  the  proceeding 
in  Docket  No.  E-9329  be  expanded  to  de¬ 
termine  the  Just  and  reasonable  contract 
term  for  service  to  Anderson  as  well  as 
the  appropriate  notice  provisions  for  can¬ 
cellation  or  termination  of  the  contract; 

<3)  That  the  broader  issues  raised  in 
this  proceeding  with  respect  to  Ander¬ 
son  relating  to:  (a)  the  alleged  attempts 
by  I&M,  as  well  as  AEP,  to  remove 
themselves  from  the  wholesale  electric 
business;  (b)  the  allegation  that  AEP  is 
currently,  or  will  in  the  near  future,  be 
suffering  from  a  lack  of  energy  and/or 
capacity  to  serve  its  wholesale  customer; 
(c)  the  purported  need  for  a  curtailment 
plan  on  the  AEP  system;  and  (d)  the 
legal  authority  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission  to  deal  with  these  issues 
should  be  severed  from  Docket  No.  E- 
9329  and  placed  in  Docket  No.  E-9549. 
Docket  E-9549  should,  in  turn,  be  con¬ 
solidated  for  purposes  of  hearing  and  de¬ 
cision  with  Docket  No.  E-9548; 

(4)  Anderson’s  request  for  a  delay  of 
the  proceedings  in  Docket  No.  E-9329 
pending  resolution  of  the  issues  in  Docket 
Nos.  E-9548  and  E-9549  be  denied;  and 

(5)  The  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  in  Docket  No.  El-9329  call  a  pre- 
hearing  conference  to  establish  dates  for 
service  of  evidence  and  other  procedural 
matters  for  the  resolution  of  the  issues 
related  to  the  Justness  and  reasonable¬ 
ness  of  the  day-to-day  service  provision 
in  I&M’s  proposed  agreement  governing 
services  to  Anderson. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Staff 
Counsel’s  request  that  the  Commission 
decide  the  issue  of  the  Justness  and  rea¬ 
sonableness  of  the  108,000  Kva  contract 
capacity  issue  at  this  time  is  denied  and 
the  issue  is  referred  to  the  Presiding  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  in  Docket  No. 
E-9329  in  order  that  he  may  issue  an  ini¬ 
tial  decision  thereon  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure. 

(B)  The  scope  of  the  proceedings  in 
Docket  No.  E-9329  is  hereby  expanded 
by  the  Institution  of  an  Investigation  un¬ 
der  Sections  205  and  206  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  to  determine  the  Just  and 
reasonable  contract  term  for  the  agree¬ 
ment  governing  service  by  I&M  to  the 
City  of  Anderson,  as  well  as  the  appro¬ 
priate  notice  provisions  for  cancellation 
or  termination  of  such  contract. 

(C)  The  broader  Issues  raised  hi  this 
proceeding  with  respect  to  Anderson  re¬ 


lating  to:  the  alleged  attempts  by  I&M,  as 
well  as  AEP,  to  remove  themselves  from 
the  wholesale  electric  business;  (b)  the 
allegation  that  AEP  is  currently,  or  will 
in  the  near  future,  be  suffering  from  a 
lack  of  energy  and/or  capacity  to  serve 
its  wholesale  customers;  (c)  the  pur¬ 
ported  need  for  a  curtailment  plan  on  the 
AEP  system ;  and  (d)  the  legal  authority 
of  the  Federal  Power  Commission  to  deal 
with  these  Issues;  are  hereby  severed 
from  Docket  No.  E-9329,  placed  in  Dock¬ 
et  No.  E-9549,  and  Docket  No.  E-9549  is 
hereby  consolidated  for  purposes  of  hear¬ 
ing  and  decision  with  Docket  No.  15-9548. 

(D)  Anderson’s  request  for  a  delay  of 
the  decision  on  the  Issues  raised  in  Dock¬ 
et  No.  E-9329  pending  resolution  of  the 
issues  to  be  decided  in  Docket  Nos.  15-9548 
and  E-9549  is  hereby  denied. 

(E)  The  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  shall  call  a  prehearing  conference 
in  Docket  No.  E-9329  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  dates  for  service  of  evidence, 
and  other  procedural  matters,  for  the 
resolution  of  the  issues  related  to  the 
justness  and  reasonableness  of  the  108,00 
Kva  contract  capacity  provision  and  the 
day-to-day  service  provision  in  I&M’S 
proposed  agreement  governing  service  to 
Anderson. 

(F)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-25755  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 
(Docket  No.  ER76-234] 

IOWA  SOUTHERN  UTILITIES  CO. 

Tender  of  Supplemental  Data 

August  27, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  23,  1976, 
the  Iowa  Southern  Utilities  Company 
tendered  for  filing  additional  data  in¬ 
tended  to  make  complete  its  original  fil¬ 
ing  of  November  10,  1975.  This  filing  was 
made  in  response  to  a  Secretary’s  defici¬ 
ency  letter  dated  December  10, 1975. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  September  17,  1976.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  pro- 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76  26756  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-813] 

JERSEY  CENTRAL  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Rate  Increase 

August  27, 1976. 

On  July  27, 1976,  Jersey  Central  Power 
and  Light  Company  (Jersey)  tendered 
for  filing  revised  tariff  sheets  to  its  FPC 
Electric  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  L1 
The  proposed  changes  would  increase 
revenues  from  Jersey’s  six  wholesale  cus¬ 
tomers  by  $1,201,462  (18.4%)  based  upon 
estimated  sales  for  the  calendar  1976  test 
period.  Jersey  requests  an  effective  date 
of  August  27, 1976. 

The  proposed  rate  change  under  the 
revised  tariff  rate  RP  increases  the 
monthly  demand  charges  from  $3 .18 Aw 
to  $3.45/kw  and  the  energy  charge  from 
9  mills/kWh  to  20  mills/kWh.  The  cus¬ 
tomers  monthly  credit  allowance  for  un¬ 
transformed  service  has  been  increased 
from  $0.28 Aw  to  $0.29 Aw. 

Public  notice  of  Jersey’s  tender  was 
issued  on  August  4,  1976,  with  protests 
and  petitions  to  intervene  due  on  or  be¬ 
fore  August  18, 1976. 

The  Commission’s  review  of  the  in¬ 
stant  tender  indicates  that  Jersey’s  pro¬ 
posed  tariff  sheets  have  not  been  shown 
to  be  just  and  reasonable,  and  may  be 
unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimi¬ 
natory,  preferential,  or  otherwise  unlaw¬ 
ful.  Accordingly,  the  Commission  shall 
accept  for  fifing  and  suspend  Jersey’s 
proposed  tariff  sheets  until  September 
27,  1976,  when  they  will  be  permitted 
to  became  effective  subject  to  refund, 
as  hereinafter  ordered;  and  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  establish  hearing  proce¬ 
dures. 

The  proposed  fuel  adjustment  clause 
contained  in  tariff  sheets.  Third  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  15  and  Original  Sheet 
No.  16,  with  the  exception  of  an  in¬ 
creased  base  fuel  cost  and  adjustments 
purporting  to  recover  unbilled  fuel  costs, 
is  the  same  as  that  filed  by  Jersey  in 
Docket  No.  E-9342.  Without  prejudice 
to  any  issues  that  may  be  raised  by  any 
party  or  the  Commission  Staff  in  the 
proceedings  instituted  herein,  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  shall  further  be  made  sub¬ 
ject  to  refund  in  accordance  with  the 
outcome  of  the  proceedings  in  Docket 
No.  E-9342. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  Good 
cause  exists  to  accept  for  filing  Jersey’s 
proposed  tariff  sheets  submitted  on  July 
27,  1976,  and  to  suspend  their  opera¬ 
tion  until  September  27, 1976,  when  they 
shall  be  permitted  to  become  effective, 
subject  to  refund. 

(2)  It  is  proper  and  necessary  in  the 
public  interest  and  to  aid  in  the  en¬ 
forcement  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
that  a  hearing  concerning  the  lawful¬ 
ness  of  Jersey’s  proposed  tariff  sheets 
be  commenced. 

1  Designated  as  shown  In  Appendix  A. 

*  The  Boroughs  of  Butler,  Lavallette,  Mad¬ 
ison,  Pemberton  and  Seaside  Heights,  New 
Jersey,  and  Allegheny  Electric  Cooperative, 
Inc. 
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NOTICES 


The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pending 
a  hearing  and  decision  thereon.  Jersey's 
proposed  tariff  sheets  are  hereby  accep¬ 
ted  for  filing  and  suspended  from  op¬ 
eration  until  September  27,  1976,  when 
they  shall  be  permitted  to  become  ef¬ 
fective,  subject  to  refund. 

<B)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  particularly  Section 
205  and  206  thereof,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  and  Regulations,  a  hearing 
shall  be  held  concerning  the  lawful¬ 
ness  and  reasonableness  of  the  proposed 
tariff  sheets. 

(C)  Jersey’s  proposed  tariff  sheets 
are  hereby  further  made  subject  to  re¬ 
fund  pending  the  outcome  of  proceed¬ 
ings  in  Docket  No.  E-9342. 

(D)  The  Commission  Staff  shall  pre¬ 
pare  and  serve  top  sheets  on  all  parties 
for  purposes  of  settlement  on  or  before 
March  1,  1977.  (See  Administrative 
Order  No.  157) , 

(E)  A  presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  that  pur¬ 
pose  (See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18 
CFR  3.5(d) ),  shall  convene  a  settlement 
conference  in  this  proceeding  on  a  date 
certain  within  10  days  after  the  serv¬ 
ice  of  top  sheets  by  the  Staff,  in  a  hear¬ 
ing  room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street.  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426.  Said  Presid¬ 
ing  Administrative  Law  Judge  is  hereby 
authorized  to  establish  all  procedural 
dates  and  to  rule  upon  all  motions  (with 
the  exceptions  of  petitions  to  intervene, 
motions  to  consolidate  and  sever,  and 
motions  to  dismiss,  as  provided  for  in 
the  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure) . 

(F)  Jersey  shall  file  monthly  with 
the  Commission  the  report  on  billing 
determinants  and  revenues  collected 
under  the  presently  effective  rates  and 
the  proposed  rates  filed  herein,  as  re¬ 
quired  by  Section  35.19(a)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Regulations,  18  CFR  Section 
35.19(a). 

(G)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

JERSEY  CENTRAL  POWER  A  LIGHT  COMPANY 

[Docket  No.  ER76-813] 

Plied:  July  27.  1976. 

Nature:  Change  in  tariff  rates. 

Designation 

First  revised  sheet  No.  2 
(supersedes  original 
sheet  No.  2). 

First  revised  sheet  No.  7 
(supersedes  original 
sheet  No.  7). 

First  revised  sheet  No.  9 
(supersedes  original 
sheet  No.  9) . 

First  revised  sheet  No.  II 
(supersedes  original 
sheet  No.  11). 

Second  revised  sheet  No. 

13  (supersedes  first  re¬ 
vised  sheet  No.  13). 


Designation  Description 

Second  revised  sheet  No.  Do. 

14  (supersedes  first  re¬ 
vised  sheet  No.  14). 

Third  revised  sheet  No.  Fuel  Adjust- 

15  (supersedes  Becond  ment  Clause, 

revised  sheet  No.  15).  Do. 

Original  sheet  No.  16.... 

|FR  Doc .76-26740  Filed  9-1-76; 8: 45  am) 


[Docket  No.  ER76-867) 

LOUISIANA  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Proposed  Electric  System  Interconnection 
Agreement 

August  27,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  19,  1976, 
the  Louisiana  Power  &  Light  Company 
(LP&L)  tendered  for  filing  an  Electric 
System  Interconnection  Agreement 
dated  July  29,  1976  providing  for  the 
delivery  of  additional  electric  service 
to  the  Town  of  Homer,  Louisiana 
(Town),  and  also  provides  in  addition 
to  Emergency  Service,  when  elected  by 
the  Town,  service  schedules  for  Reserve 
Capacity,  Supplemental  Power,  Surplus 
Power,  Economy  Power,  and  Transmis¬ 
sion  Service.  The  Town  has  elected  to 
take  only  Supplemental  Power — Service 
Schedule  “C”  rather  than  repair  dam¬ 
aged  engines.  LP&L  further  states  that 
the  proposed  agreement  and  schedules 
A.  B,  C,  D,  E,  F,  and  F-I,  are  the  same 
as  accepted  for  filing  in  FPC  Docket 
No.  ER76-162  with  the  City  of  Ruston’s 
letter  and  made  effective  May  4,  1976 
Rate  Schedule  No.  54. 

According  to  LP&L,  this  Agreement 
will  increase  the  capacity  available  to 
the  Town  from  2,000  to  3,000  kva  and 
provide  for  parallel  operation  with 
LP&L.  As  requested  by  the  Town,  LP&L 
has  made  Supplemental  Service  avail¬ 
able  August  1,  1976  and  requests  that  the 
proposed  agreement  be  accepted  for  fil¬ 
ing  to  become  effective  August  1,  1976 
when  supplemental  service  was  rendered. 

LP&L  stated  that  a  copy  of  this  filing 
was  mailed  to  the  Town  of  Homer. 
Louisiana. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  September  20,  1976.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.76-25757  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-868] 

LOUISIANA  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Proposed  Electric  System  Interconnection 
Agreement 

August  27,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  19,  1976, 
the  Louisiana  Power  &  Light  Company 
(LP&L)  tendered  for  filing  an  Electric 
System  Interconnection  Agreement 
dated  June  21,  1976  providing  for  the 
delivery  of  additional  emergency  electric 
service  to  the  Town  of  Rayville,  Louisi¬ 
ana  (Rayville),  and  also  provides  when 
elected  by  the  Town,  service  schedules 
for  Reserve  Capacity,  Supplemental  Pow¬ 
er,  Surplus  Power,  Economy  Power,  and 
Transmission  Service.  Presently  the 
Town  will  continue  taking  only  emergen¬ 
cy  assistance  service.  LP&L  further  states 
that  the  proposed  agreement  and  sched¬ 
ules  A,  B,  C,  D,  E,  F,  and  F-I,  are  the 
6ame  as  accepted  for  filing  in  FPC  Dock¬ 
et  No.  ER76-162  with  the  City  of  Rus¬ 
ton’s  letter  and  made  effective  May  4, 
1976,  Rate  Schedule  No,  54. 

According  to  LP&L,  this  Agreement 
will  increase  the  capacity  available  to  the 
Town  from  4,300  to  8,000  kva  and  provide 
for  parallel  operation  with  LP&L. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  5§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  September  20,  1976.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76  25758  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am] 


(Docket  Nos.  E  9548  and  E-9549] 

MISHAWAKA,  IND.  ET  AL. 

Order  Instituting  Investigations 

In  the  matter  of  city  of  Mishawaka, 
Indiana,  city  of  Niles.  Michigan,  city  of 
Columbia  City,  Indiana,  city  of  Bluffton, 
Indiana,  city  of  Garret.  Indiana,  city  of 
Gas  City,  Indiana,  town  of  Frankfort, 
Indiana,  town  of  Warren,  Indiana,  town 
of  New  Carlisle,  Indiana,  and  town  of 
Avilla,  Indiana.  Complainants,  v.  Ameri¬ 
can  Electric  Power  Company,  Inc.,  Amer¬ 
ican  Electric  Power  Service  Corpo¬ 
ration.  and  Indiana  &  Michigan  Electric 
Company,  Defendants,  and  the  city  of 
Anderson,  Indiana,  Complainant,  v. 
American  Electric  Power  Company,  Inc., 
American  Electric  Power  Service  Corpo¬ 
ration,  and  Indiana  &  Michigan  Electric 
Company,  Defendants. 


Description 

Table  of  con¬ 
tents. 

Service  agree¬ 
ment . 

General  terms 
and  condi¬ 
tions. 

Do. 


Resale  Power 
Service  Rate 
RP. 
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On  January  30,  1976,  a  group  of  ten 
municipalities1  who  are  wholesale  cus¬ 
tomers  (Customers)  of  Indiana  &  Michi¬ 
gan  Electric  Company  (I&M)  filed  In 
Docket  No.  E-9548  *  a  complaint  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  206(a)  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  requesting  the  Commission 
to  institute: 

*  *  *  an  investigation,  hearing  and  order 
preventing  the  defendants  from  cutting  off 
or  threatening  to  cut  off  the  complainants' 
electric  power. 

On  February  5,  1976,  the  Commission’s 
Secretary,  pursuant  to  §  1.6  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure,  sent  a  letter  enclosing  a  copy  of 
the  complaint  for  response  to  within  30 
days  thereof,  to  the  American  Electric 
Power  Company,  Inc.,  American  Electric 
Power  Service  Corporation,  Indiana  & 
Michigan  Electric  Company,  as  well  as 
to  each  of  the  ten  municipal  customer- 
complainants.  On  March  5,  1976,  I&M 
filed  a  response  to  Customers’  complaint. 
For  the  reasons  hereinafter  stated,  the 
Commission  shall  grant  in  part  the  re¬ 
lief  requested  by  Customers  and  shall  es¬ 
tablish  appropriate  hearing  procedures. 

Customers  allege  that  eight  of  them 
have  received  formal  notice  letters  from 
defendants  indicating  that  as  of  dates 
ranging  from  September  23,  1976,  to 
February  19,  1981,  I&M  will  cut  off  the 
respective  municipalities’  supply  of 
firm  electric  power.  Customers  state  that 
the  mayors  of  the  complainant  munici¬ 
palities  received  a  letter  dated  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1975,  from  G.  V.  Paterson,  Presi¬ 
dent  of  AEP  Service  Corporation  which 
was  transmitted  through  I&M  to  them 
which  stated,  inter  alia,  that  the  AEP 
system  is  or  expects  to  be  deficient  in 
generation  capacity  to  meet  all  of  its 
customers’  needs;  that  AEP  and  its  sub¬ 
sidiaries  have  a  higher  obligation  to 
serve  retail  customers  than  to  serve 
wholesale  customers;  and  that  therefore 
defendants  intend  to  “shut  off  their  pres¬ 
ent  wholesale  customers’  power.’’  Cus¬ 
tomers  also  allege  that  the  defendants 
have  not  mailed  termination  letters  to 
their  retail  customers,  and  in  fact  have 
offered  to  serve  increased  loads  of  such 
customers. 

Based  upon  the  foregoing,  Customers 
state  that  defendants  have  engaged  in 
practices  which  are  violative  of  sections 
202,  205  and  206  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act.  Therefore,  Customers  request  the 
Commission  to  inter  alia  institute  an 
investigation  and  hearing  pursuant  to 
section  206(a)  of  the  Federal  Power  Act; 
to  establish  whether  or  not  there  is,  or 
will  soon  be,  a  generating  shortage  on 
the  AEP  system  and  if  one  does  exist, 
to  prescribe  a  curtailment  plan  which 
does  not  discriminate  between  whole¬ 
sale  and  retail  customers;  to  allow  all 
customers  equal  access  to  new  genera¬ 
tion;  and  to  grant  such  other  relief  as 
may  be  appropriate. 


1  The  municipalities  are  listed  above  in  the 
caption  of  this  order  in  Docket  No.  E-9548. 

*  On  that  same  date,  the  City  of  Anderson 
(also  a  wholesale  customer  of  I&M)  filed  a 
similar  complaint  which  was  docketed  in 
Docket  No.  E-9649  as  well  as  in  Docket  No. 
E-9329. 


NOTICES 

Defendants’  response  inter  alia  de¬ 
nies  the  Customers’  allegation  that  they 
have  “the  present  intention”  to  cut  off 
service  to  the  municipalities  but  notes 
that  they  (defendants)  have 

*  *  *  encouraged  and  are  encouraging 
wholesale  customers  to  develop  alternate 
sources  of  supply,  have  offered  to  assist  such 
customers  in  finding  alternative  sources  of 
supply  and  have  offered  to  transmit  power 
through  their  respective  systems  to  points 
where  their  systems  are  interconnected  with 
other  systems. 

Furthermore,  they  allege  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  no  jurisdiction  over  the  subject 
matter  of  Customers’  complaint.  There¬ 
fore,  defendants  “demand”  that  the 
Commission  issue  an  order  dismissing 
the  complaint;  that  no  investigation  be 
instituted  into  the  subject  matter  of  the 
comnlaint  and  that  the  Commission 
grant  other  appropriate  relief. 

The  Commission  notes  that  by  order 
issued  this  day  in  Docket  Nos.  E-9329 
and  E-9549,  the  Commission  set  for 
hearing,  but  severed  the  trial  of  issues 
similar  to  those  raised  by  Customers  in 
their  complaint,  and  consolidated  the 
trial  of  those  issues  relating  to  the  City 
of  Anderson,  Indiana  (another  whole¬ 
sale  customer  of  I&M)  in  those  dockets 
with  the  instant  proceeding  in  Docket 
No.  E-9548  such  that  the  consolidated 
proceedings  would  be  docketed  as  Docket 
Nos.  E-9548  and  E-9549.*  The  Commis¬ 
sion’s  review  of  the  record  and  plead¬ 
ings  in  Docket  Nos.  E-9548  and  E-9549 
indicates  that  an  investigation  and 
hearing  under  the  Federal  Power  Act, 
particularly,  but  not  limited  to.  Sections 
205  and  206  thereof,  should  be  insti¬ 
tuted  to  determine  (a)  whether  or  not 
AEP  is  suffering,  or  will  in  the  near  fu¬ 
ture,  suffer  from  a  capacity  and/or  en¬ 
ergy  shortage:  (b)  whether  a  curtail¬ 
ment  plan  should  be  prescribed  for  the 
AEP  system:  (c)  whether  I&M  as  well  as 
AEP  is  attempting  to  remove  itself  from 
the  wholesale  electric  business  and  (d) 
whether  this  Commission  has  legal  au¬ 
thority  to  deal  with  these  issues. 

The  Commission  finds.  An  investiga¬ 
tion  under  the  Federal  Power  Act,  par¬ 
ticularly,  but  not  limited  to.  sections  205 
and  206,  thereof,  should  be  instituted 
in  Docket  Nos.  E-9548  and  E-9549  as 
hereinafter  ordered  and  conditioned. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  particularly,  but  not  limited  to,  sec¬ 
tions  205  and  206  thereof,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR,  Chapter  I),  an  investigation 
is  hereby  instituted  to  determine  the  is¬ 
sues  raised  in  the  body  of  this  order. 

(B)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  delegation  of  authority,  18  CFR  3.5 
(d) ) ,  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in  this 
proceeding,  shall  prescribe  necessary 
procedures  not  provided  for  in  this  order, 
ahd  shall  otherwise  conduct  the  hearing 


*  Two  issues  peculiar  to  the  Anderson-I&M 
unsigned  service  agreement  were  referred  to 
the  Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge  in 
Docket  No.  E-9329  for  hearing  and  decision. 
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in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  regulations. 

(C)  The  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  shall  call  a  prehearing  conference 
to  establish  appropriate  procedural  dates 
for  the  conduct  of  this  investigation. 

(D)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary 

(PR  Doc.76-»5751  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am  1 


|  Docket  No.  ER76-866 ) 

NORTHERN  INDIANA  PUBLIC  SERVICE 
CO. 

Memorandum 

August  27, 1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  19,  1976, 
Northern  Indiana  Public  Service  Com¬ 
pany  (Northern  Indiana)  tendered  for 
filing  Memorandum  No.  67  providing  for 
use  of  release  capacity  under  the  Sup¬ 
plemental  Electric  Service  Agreement 
between  Commonwealth  Edison  Com¬ 
pany  of  Indiana,  Inc.  and  Northern  In¬ 
diana  dated  as  of  January  1,  1960,  as 
amended.  Northern  Indiana  requests 
waiver  of  the  notice  requirements  to  per¬ 
mit  an  effective  date  of  July  1,  1976. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §§  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  September  22,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be  tak¬ 
en,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary 

| FR  Doc .76-25759  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am  1 


[Docket  No.  CP76— 477] 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Application 

August  26,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  12,  1976, 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant),  2223  Dodge  Street,  Omaha,  Ne¬ 
braska  68102,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP76- 
477  an  application  pursuant  to  Section  7 
(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  Section 
157.7(b)  of  the  Regulations  thereunder 
(18  CFR  157.7(b))  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction,  during  the 
calendar  year  1977,  and  operation  of 
facilities  to  enable  Applicant  to  take  into 
its  certificated  main  pipeline  system 
natural  gas  which  would  be  purchased 
from  producers  and  other  similar  sellers 
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thereof,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  stated  purpose  of  this  budget-type 
application  is  to  augment  Applicant’s 
ability  to  act  with  reasonable  dispatch 
in  connecting  to  its  pipeline  system  sup¬ 
plies  of  natural  gas  which  may  become 
available  from  various  producing  areas 
generally  co-extensive  with  its  pipeline 
system  or  the  systems  of  other  pipeline 
companies  which  may  be  authorized  to 
transport  gas  for  the  account  of  or  ex¬ 
change  gas  with  Applicant. 

Applicant  states  that  the  total  cost  of 
the  proposed  facilities  would  not  exceed 
$12,000,000,  with  no  single  on-shore  proj¬ 
ect  to  exceed  a  cost  of  $1,500,000  and  no 
single  offshore  project  to  exceed  a  cost  of 
$2,500,000.  These  facilities  would  be 
financed  with  cash  on  hand  and  funds 
generated  through  operations. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  22,  1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  Jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  Sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  Is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing  will 
be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-25742  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER76-759] 

PACIFIC  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 
Supplemental  Data 

August  27,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  18,  1976, 
Pacific  Power  and  Light  Company 


(PP&L)  tendered  for  filing  supplemental 
data  intended  to  make  complete  its  orig¬ 
inal  tender  of  June  21,  1976  in  the 
above-captioned  docket.  PP&L’s  action 
is  in  response  to  a  deficiency  letter  is¬ 
sued  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in 
accordance  with  §S  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  be¬ 
fore  September  9,  1976.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protest- 
ants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-25760  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  amj 


[Docket  No.  RI76-144J 

PANOAK  OIL  &  GAS  CORP. 

Petition  for  Special  Relief 

August  27,  1976. 

Take  notice  that  on  August  2,  1976, 
Panoak  Oil  and  Gas  Corporation  (Pan¬ 
oak),  6809  E.  40th  Street,  Tulsa,  Okla¬ 
homa  74145,  filed  a  petition  for  special 
relief  in  Docket  No.  RI76-144.  pursuant 
to  Section  2.56b  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure.  Panoak 
seeks  a  price  of  75.00  cents  per  Mcf,  or, 
in  the  alternative,  permission  and  ap¬ 
proval  to  abandon  service  pursuant  to 
Section  7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  The 
subject  gas  is  produced  on  acreage  in  the 
Northeast  Enid  Field  (Breckinridge 
Pool),  Garfield  County.  Oklahoma.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  contract  dated  January  19. 1965, 
the  gas  is  sold  to  Ladd  Petroleum  Cor¬ 
poration  for  resale  to  Cities  Service  Com¬ 
pany.  Panoak  states  that  it  is  unable  to 
continue  deliveries  on  a  viable  economic 
basis  unless  the  requested  relief  is 
granted. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  should  on  or  before  September 
20, 1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  or  a  protest  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  Protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  party  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein,  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-25761  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am] 


[Project  No.  298] 

SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  EDISON  CO. 

Correction 

August  20,  1976. 

In  the  matter  of  Southern  California 
Edison  Co.,  in  a  notice  of  Issuance  of  an¬ 
nual  license(s)  Issued  August  9,  1976  (41 
FR  34832,  August  17,  1976),  in  the  last 
line  in  the  second  paragraph,  substitute 
“Southern  California  Edison  Company” 
-for  “Minnesota  Power  and  Light  Com¬ 
pany.” 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-25748  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  RI76-117,  RI76-119,  RI76-132, 
RI76-133,  RI76-135] 

SUN  OIL  CO.,  ET  AL. 

Extension  of  Time  and  Correction 

August  23,  1976. 

In  the  matter  of  Sun  Oil  Co.,  Anadarko 
Production  Co.,  Northern  Michigan  Ex¬ 
ploration  Co.,  Clark  Oil  Producing  Co., 
and  Diamond  Shamrock  Corp.,  please 
change  the  caption  on  the  Notice  issued 
August  17,  1976  (41  FR  36082,  August  26, 
1976),  to  the  caption  designated  above. 
By  Order  issued  August  4,  1976,  the  pe¬ 
titions  for  special  relief  filed  in  Docket 
Nos.  RI76-132,  RI76-133,  and  RI78-135 
were  consolidated  with  Docket  Nos. 
RI76-117  and  RI76-119. 

The  prehearing  conference  scheduled 
for  September  9,  1976,  by  Order  issued 
August  4,  1976,  has  been  rescheduled  for 
September  23,  1976,  to  convene  at  9:30 
a.m.  in  a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street.  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.76-25747  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Noe.  RI76-1|^,  etc.] 

SUN  OIL  CO.,  ET  AL. 

Amendment  to  Petition  for  Special  Relief 

August  27,  1976. 

In  the  matter  of  Sun  Oil  Company, 
Anadarko  Production  Company,  North¬ 
ern  Michigan  Exploration  Company, 
Clark  Oil  Producing  Company,  Diamond 
Shamrock  Corporation.  Take  notice  that 
on  July  19,  1976,  Anadarko  Production 
Company  (Petitioner)  P.O.  Box  1330, 
Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
RI76-117  and  RI76-119  an  amendment 
to  petition  for  special  relief  from  the  base 
national  rate  pursuant  to  §  2.56a(g)  (2) 
of  the  Commission’s  general  policy  and 
Interpretations  and  §  1.11(a)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  Subsequently  by  order  issued 
August  4,  1976,  in  Docket  Nos.  RI76-132, 
RI76-133,  and  RI75-135  the  petitions  for 
special  relief  filed  in  Docket  Nos.  RI76- 
132,  RI76-133,  and  RI76-135  were  con¬ 
solidated  with  Docket  Nos.  RI76-117  and 
RI76-119. 

Petitioner  by  amendment  with  supple¬ 
mental  direct  testimony  and  revised  ex¬ 
hibit  attached  seeks  a  base  rate  of  ap¬ 
proximately  $1.69  per  Mcf  with  annual 
escalations  of  4  percent  per  annum  for 
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the  sale  of  natural  gas  from  its  12.5  per¬ 
cent  working  interest  in  production  from 
West  Cameron  Block  639,  Offshore  Loui¬ 
siana,  Federal  Domain.  Such  amended 
request  represents  a  reduction  in  price 
from  the  approximate  $1.74  per  Mcf  with 
4  percent  annual  escalations  requested  in 
its  petition  for  special  relief  filed  March 
26,  1976,  and  reflects  actual  costs  in¬ 
curred  together  with  the  deletion  of  con¬ 
tingency  costs  for  a  previously  proposed 
well. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  should  on  or  before  September 
20,  1976,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  party  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding,  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein,  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

| PR  Doc.76  25762  Piled  9-1-76:8:45  ami 


(Docket  Nos.  RP72-156  (PGA  76  3)  and 
RP2-64  (DCA76-2)  ] 

TEXAS  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Correction 

"  August  9,  1976. 

In  the  matter  of  Texas  Gas  Transmis¬ 
sion  Corp.,  In  a  notice  of  proposed 
changes  in  FPC  gas  tariff  issued  June  23, 
1976  (41  FR  26753,  June  29.  1976), 
change  "Docket  No.  RP72-156  (PGA76- 
2)”  to  read  "Docket  No.  RP72-156  (PGA 
76-3),  and  RP72-64  (DCA76-2)”. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.76-25749  PUed  9-1-76:8:45  am| 

INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

( AA1921— 156,  157,  158| 

ALPINE  SKI  BINDINGS  FROM  AUSTRIA, 

SWITZERLAND,  AND  WEST  GERMANY 

-  Determinations  of  No  Injury  or  Likelihood 
Thereof 

On  May  28,  1976,  the  United  States 
International  Trade  Commission  re¬ 
ceived  advice  from  the  Department  of 
the  Treasury  that  Alpine  ski  bindings 
and  parts  thereof  from  Austria,  Switzer¬ 
land,  and  West  Germany  are  being,  or 
are  likely  to  be,  sold  in  the  United  States 
at  less  than  fair  value  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  Antidumping  Act,  1921,  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C.  160(a) ).  On  June  8, 
1976,  the  Commission  instituted  investi¬ 
gations  Nos.  AA1921-156,  157,  and  158, 
respectively,  under  section  201(a)  of  said 
act  to  determine  whether  an  industry 


in  the  United  States  Is  being  or  is  likely 
to  be  injured,  or  is  prevented  from  being 

Stablished,  by  reason  of  the  importation 
such  merchandise  into  the  United 
States.  Notice  of  the  institution  of  the 
investigations  and  of  the  public  hearing 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  June  16,  1976  (41  FR  24460) . 

In  arriving  at  its  determinations,  the 
Commission  gave  due  consideration  to 
written  submissions  from  interested  par¬ 
ties,  evidence  adduced  at  the  hearing, 
and  all  factual  information  obtained  by 
the  Commission’s  staff  from  question¬ 
naires,  personal  interviews,  and  other 
sources. 

On  the  "basis  of  the  Commission’s  in¬ 
vestigations,  Commissioners  Leonard, 
Minchew,  and  Ablondi  have  determined 
that  air  industry  in  the  United  States 
is  not  being  and  is  not  likely  to  be  in¬ 
jured,  and  is  not  prevented  from  being 
established,  by  reason  of  the  importation 
of  Alpine  ski  bindings  and  parts  thereof 
from  Austria,  Switzerland,  and  West 
Germany,  respectively,  that  are  being,  or 
are  likely  to  be,  sold  at  less  than  fair 
value  within  the  meaning  of  the  Anti¬ 
dumping  Act,  1921,  as  amended. 

On  the  basis  of  the  Commission’s  in¬ 
vestigations,  Commissioners  Moore, 
Bedell,  and  Parker  have  determined  that 
an  industry  in  the  United  States  is  not 
being  and  is  not  likely  to  be  injured, 
and  is  not  prevented  from  being  estab¬ 
lished,  by  reason  of  the  importation  of 
Alpine  ski  bindings  and  parts  thereof 
from  Austria,  Switzerland,  and  West 
Germany,  individually  or  collectively, 
that  are  being,  or  are  likely  to  be,  sold 
at  less  than  fair  value  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  Antidumping  Act.  1921,  as 
amended. 

Issued:  August  30, 1976. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  R.  Mason, 
Secretary. 
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NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

(N-AR  76-36 J 

SPECIAL  STUDY;  ACCIDENT  REPORTS; 
SAFETY  RECOMMENDATIONS  AND  RE¬ 
SPONSES 

*  Availability  and  Receipt 

Special  Aviation  Study. — In  releasing 
its  study,  "Nonfatal,  Weather-Involved 
General  Aviation  Accidents,”  the  Na¬ 
tional  Transportation  Safety  Board  cited 
weather  as  a  causal  factor  in  7,856  avia¬ 
tion  accidents  over  an  11 -year  period  and 
called  for  greater  effort  by  Government 
and  industry  to  reverse  the  trend.  The 
study,  report  No.  NTSB-AAS-76-3,  was 
released  August  25.  n, 

During  the  1964-1974  study  period,  "in¬ 
adequate  preflight  planning  preparation 
and/or  planning”  was  the  most  fre¬ 
quently  cited  cause  in  which  both  pilots 
and  weather  were  involved,  according  to 
the  Board.  Statistics  reveal  that  most  of 
the  nonfatal,  weather-involved  general 


aviation  accidents  occurred  during  the 
landing  regime,  i.e.,  either  during  the 
landing  roll  or  during  leveloff  and  touch¬ 
down,  when  unfavorable  wind  conditions 
existed,  and  when  the  weather  was  VFR. 
Unfavorable  winds  were  cited  5  times 
more  frequently  as  a  cause  or  a  factor 
than  were  low  Ceilings,  and  16  times  more 
frequently  than  was  thunderstorm  activ¬ 
ity.  Statistics  also  reveal  that  a  pilot  was 
12  times  more  likely  to  encounter  weather 
as  predicted  than  to  encounter  weather 
worse  than  predicted. 

As  a  result  of  its  findings,  the  Safety 
Board  urges  general  aviation  pilots  to  at¬ 
tend  the  various  safety  seminars,  clinics, 
and  courses  of  instruction  sponsored  by 
both  Government  and  industry.  "For  fa¬ 
miliarization  purposes,  there  is  no  sub¬ 
stitute  for  visiting  National  Weather 
Service  and  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  facilities,”  the  Board  said.  The 
Board  urges  all  pilots  to  postpone  any 
flight  until  a  timely  and  thorough  pre- 
Tllght  weather  briefing  can  be  obtained 
and  reiterates  that  if  there  is  any  doubt — 
DON’T  GO! 

Recommendations  Nos.  A-76-85  and 
A-76-86  were  issued  to  FAA  on  August  4, 
based  on  results  of  this  study.  <See  41 
FR  34125,  August  12,  1976.) 

Aircraft  Accident  Report. — The  Safety 
Board  determined  that  fuel  exhaustion 
induced  by  improper  preflight  planning 
and  incorrect  in-flight  decisions  by  the 
pilot-in-command  probably  caused  the 
crash  of  a  Cessna  172L  during  an  emer¬ 
gency  landing  last  March  12  near  Gar¬ 
rett  County  Airport,  Accident,  Mary¬ 
land.  Report  No.  NTSB-AAR-76-16  fol¬ 
lowing  Board  investigation  was  released 
August  26. 

This  accident,  according  to  the  Board, 
points  out  the  necessity  for  thorough 
preflight  planning  and  sound  in-flight 
decisions,  based  on  updated  information, 
by  all  persons  who  operate  light  air¬ 
craft.  The  Board  also  stated  that  the  use 
of  a  flight  log  containing  the  pertinent 
route,  wind,  groundspeed,  and  fuel  con¬ 
sumption  computations  cannot  be  over¬ 
emphasized.  This  information,  along  with 
updated,  en  route  weather  Information, 
can  be  used  by  the  pilot  to  assess  more 
adequately  his  in-flight  situation  at  any 
point  during  the  flight.  Therefore,  his 
decisions  can  then  be  based  on  com¬ 
plete  information. 

As  a  result  of  the  investigation  of  this 
accident,  the  Board  on  July  19  issued  to 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  two 
safety  recommendations,  Nos.  A-76-95 
and  A-76-96,  requesting  that  FAA  (1) 
accompany  the  word  “beacon”  by  a  qual¬ 
ifying  word  whenever  it  is  used  in  the 
Air  Traffic  Control  System,  and  (2)  in¬ 
clude  all  of  the  various  meanings  of  the 
word  "beacon”  in  a  revision  to  the  Pilot/ 
Controller  Glossary.  (See  41  FR  31625. 
July  29, 1976.) 

Railroad  Accident  Reports  and  Recom¬ 
mendations.  Investigations  of  the  rear- 
end  collision  of  two  commuter  trains  in 
Chicago,  Illinois,  last  January  9,  and  the 
derailment  near  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  last 
September  1  of  17  tank  cars  containing 
liquefied  petroleum  gas  (LPG)  have  re- 
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suited  in  two  accident  reports,  released 
last  week  by  the  Safety  Board. 

In  the  Chicago  Transit  Authority 
(CTA)  collision,  one  passenger  was 
killed,  one  seriously  hurt,  and  379  others 
injured  when  a  four-car  train  struck  the 
rear  of  a  standing  six-car  train  at  the 
Addison  Street  Station  of  CTA's  West- 
Northwest  line.  Both  trains  were  in¬ 
bound  during  the  morning  rush  hour. 
The  six-car  train  was  stopped  and  be¬ 
hind  schedule  because  of  a  circuit 
breaker  which  would  not  stay  closed 
when  power  was  applied.  The  rear  of  the 
train  was  not  being  protected  by  flagging. 
The  following  train  was  being  operated 
with  its  automatic  train  control  (ATC) 
system  inoperative  because  of  a  mal¬ 
function.  It  was  not  scheduled  to  stop  at 
Addison  Street  Station. 

The  report,  NTSB-RAR-7 6-9,  released 
August  23,  indicates  that  the  probable 
cause  of  the  accident  was  the  motor- 
man’s  failure  to  see  the  standing  train 
ahead  in  time  to  stop  short  of  it.  Con¬ 
tributing  factors  were  (1)  the  CTA  rule 
which  permitted  operation  of  the  second 
train  with  its  ATC  and  cab  signals  inop¬ 
erative,  (2)  the  lack  of  consistent  en¬ 
forcement  of  operating  rules,  (3)  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  flag  protection  against  follow¬ 
ing  trains,  (4)  failure  of  the  train  phone 
system — four  calls  by  crewmen  of  three 
trains  both  before  and  after  the  acci¬ 
dent  went  unanswered  by  CTA’s  central 
control,  and  (5)  the  motorman’s  viola¬ 
tion  of  a  25-mph  speed  limit  which  was 
required  by  CTA’s  rules  because  he  was 
operating  without  ATC  and  with  his 
visibility  limited  by  glare  from  the  morn¬ 
ing  sun. 

As  a  result  of  its  investigation  of  this 
accident,  the  Safety  Board  released  by 
letter  of  August  23  recommendations 
calling  for  CTA  to  (1)  study  its  Janu¬ 
ary  10  ATC-out  orders  to  insure  that 
all  hazards  have  been  considered  and 
their  potential  minimized  (recommenda¬ 
tion  R^76-35) ;  (2)  begin  predeparture 
testing  of  ATC,  cab  signals,  and  train 
phones  (R-76-36) ;  (3)  review  its  ATC 
maintenance  schedule  and  procedures  to 
reduce  in-service  failures  (R-76-37) ; 
(4)  insure  that  its  train  phone  system  is 
reliable,  and  that  there  are  proper  pro¬ 
cedures  for  its  emergency  use  (R-76- 
38) ;  (5)  update  and  upgrade  its  book  of 
operating  rules  (R-76-39) ;  (6)  reassess 
its  operating  employees’  training  pro¬ 
gram  and  current  methods  for  check¬ 
ing  employee  understanding  of  rules  (R- 
76-40) ;  and  (7)  develop  the  full  poten¬ 
tial  of  its  Safety  Department — now  an 
advisory  group — so  that  it  can  require 
implementation  of  system  safety  pro¬ 
grams  (R-76-41).  These  recommenda¬ 
tions  are  all  designated  “Class  n,  Prior¬ 
ity  Followup.” 

In  a  separate  letter  of  August  23  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Governor  of  the  State  of 
Illinois,  the  Safety  Board  recommended 
priority  followup  to  insure  that  the  Re¬ 
gional  Transit  Authority  exercises  its 
statutory  regulatory  authority  over  CTA 
so  that  CTA  may  provide  the  safest  prac¬ 
tical  transit  service  (R-76-45) . 

On  August  I.  the  Safety  Board  ad¬ 
dressed  to  eight  different  transit  organi¬ 


zations  recommendations  Nos.  R-76-42 
through  R-76-44  which  also  concern 
automatic  train  control  and  which  re¬ 
sulted  from  investigation  of  this  acci¬ 
dent.  (See  41  FR  34125,  August  12,  1976, 
and  response  of  one  addressee,  New  York 
City  Transit  Authority,  noticed  below.) 

Following  investigation  of  the  Rock  Is¬ 
land  Railroad  freight  train  accident  near 
Des  Moines,  the  Safety  Board  urged  Fed¬ 
eral  assistance  to  local  firefighters  in 
coping  with  compressed  gas  fires  and  ex¬ 
plosions  in  railroad  derailments.  Specific 
recommendations  to  the  Department  of 
Commerce  were  to  (1)  develop  firefight¬ 
ing  procedures  which  assure  safety  and 
minimize  the  duration  of  fire  danger  in 
accidents  involving  LPG  and  other  com¬ 
pressed  flammable  gases  in  tank  cars  (I- 
76-7),  and  (2)  establish  communication 
with  all  fire  services  and  disseminate  to 
them  specific  procedures  for  the  safe 
handling  of  railroad  transportation 
emergencies  which  involve  hazardous 
materials  (1-76-8) .  These  Class  n  rec¬ 
ommendations  were  issued  by  letter  of 
August  24  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce. 

In  its  report  No.  NTSB-R AR-76-8 ,  also 
released  August  24,  the  Board  indicated 
that  the  62-car  train,  descending  a  1- 
percent  grade  on  a  1 -degree  curve,  de¬ 
railed  at  the  frog  bf  a  facing  point  switch 
on  the  main  line;  11  of  the  17  cars  which 
derailed  contained  LPG.  Fire  and  ex¬ 
plosion  ensued;  the  LPG  was  consumed 
and  three  persons  were  injured.  The 
Safety  Board  was  unable  to  determine 
the  cause  of  the  initial  derailment  be¬ 
cause  much  of  the  physical  evidence  was 
destroyed  by  succeeding  derailing  cars, 
and  by  the  fire  and  explosions.  The  Board 
cited  the  tankhead  punctures  for  the  in¬ 
juries,  and  for  damage  which  was  esti¬ 
mated  at  more  than  $800,000. 

In  addition  to  its  firefighting-proce¬ 
dure  recommendations,  the  Safety  Board 
reiterated  a  June  18,  1975,  recommenda¬ 
tion,  No.  R-75-19,  to  the  Federal  Rail¬ 
road  Administration  to  determine  the 
capabilities  of  protective  steel  shields  for 
tank  car  heads,  and  of  top  and  bottom 
shelf  couplers — those  with  horizontal 
shields  above  and  below  coupler  knuckles 
to  prevent  their  separating  vertically  un¬ 
der  derailment  impacts — or  a  combina¬ 
tion  of  both  and  to  require  that  jumbo 
tank  cars  be  equipped  with  the  best  prac¬ 
tical  combination.  This  recommendation 
initially  was  made  in  report  No.  NTSB- 
75-4  concerning  the  Norfolk  &  Western 
Railway  switchyard  accident  which  oc¬ 
curred  at  Chicago,  Illinois,  on  July  19, 
1974.  (See  40  FR  27082,  June  26,  1975.) 

Letters  in  Response  to  Safety  Board 
Recommendations. — During  the  past 
week,  letters  concerning  previously  issued 
recommendations  were  received  by  the 
Board  from  the  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration,  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  and  the 
New  York  City  Transit  Authority,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Federal  Aviation  Administration  letter 
of  August  18  responds  to  recommenda¬ 
tions  A-76-73  through  A-76-75  concern¬ 
ing  evacuation  duty  assignments  for 
flightcrews  (41  FR  24639,  June  17, 1976) . 


FAA  states  that  Continental  Air  Lines’ 
manuals  are  being  modified  to  conform 
to  recommendation  A-76-73,  and  FAA 
anticipates  that  these  changes  will  be 
completed  by  September  13.  FAA  notes, 
re  A-76-73  and  A-76-74,  that  an  Air  Car¬ 
rier  Operations  Bulletin  is  being  prepared 
that  will  incorporate  both  recommenda¬ 
tions,  estimated  date  of  publication 
August  31.* 

FAA  letter  of  August  17  concerns  air 
carrier  takeoff  and  climb  procedures, 
subject  of  recommendation  A-76-76,  is¬ 
sued  June  9.  (See  41  FR  24639,  June  17, 
1976.)  FAA  says  that  it  does  not  presently 
have  airborne  techniques  or  procedures 
which  can  accommodate  the  large  wind 
shears  encountered  by  the  crew  of  Con¬ 
tinental  Air  Lines  Flight  426  which 
crashed  August  7, 1975,  after  takeoff  from 
Stapleton  International  Airport  in  Den¬ 
ver,  Colorado.  FAA’s  present  procedures 
are  designed  to  provide  the  pilot  with  a 
guaranteed  takeoff/climb  performance 
when  confronted  with  engine  failure  and 
other  adverse  factors  such  as  turbulence, 
flight  technical  error,  etc.  FAA  believes 
that  the  best  procedure  possible  is  for 
the  crew  to  avoid  or  delay  takeoffs  under 
conditions  of  high  wind  shear.  To  ac¬ 
complish  this,  FAA  is  installing  sensors 
(anemometers  and  microbarographs)  at 
several  key  airports,  including  Staple- 
ton,  which  are  capable  of  detecting  wind 
patterns  and  the  passage  of  thunder¬ 
storm/gust  fronts  on  and  in  the  vicinity 
of  these  airports.  Although  FAA  is  now 
reviewing  takeoff  procedures,  the  agency 
comments  “•  *  •  it  is  improbable  that 
any  transport  aircraft  could  sustain  such 
a  sudden  decrease  in  lift  without  altitude 
loss  (during  the  wind  condition  encoun¬ 
tered  by  the  Continental  crew) ,  unless  an 
extreme  and  exorbitantly  high  airspeed 
has  been  achieved  immediately  after  the 
takeoff.  Within  the  constraints  of  our  ex¬ 
isting  runway  lengths,  such  high  air¬ 
speeds  would  be  potentially  unsafe,  and 
in  many  cases,  unachievable.’’  The  letter 
notes  that  an  Advisory  Circular  (00-50) 
on  Low  Level  Wind  Shear  was  published 
on  April  8,  stating,  in  part,  “On  approach 
and  when  in  doubt,  or  conditions  are  not 
right,  execute  a  missed  approach.  When 
on  the  ground,  be  assured  that  conditions 
are  right  before  takeoff.” 

FAA  letter  of  August  18  responds  to 
recommendation  A-76-89  which  would 
prohibit  occupancy  of  the  jump  seat  on 
G-159  and  G-1159  model  aircraft,  and 
require  a  placard,  until  the  aircraft  has 
been  modified  structurally  so  that  the 
nose  landing  geas  drag  strut  cannot 
penetrate  the  cockpit  floor.  (See  41  FR 
28043,  July  8,  1976.)  FAA  has  analyzed 
the  problem  and  concludes  that  “the 
probability  of  injury  due  to  this  condition 
is  insufficient  to  warrant  the  severe  oper¬ 
ational  restriction  proposed.”  FAA  has 
ascertained  that  redesign  kits  will  be 
available  by  December  1,  1976.  FAA  will 
require  installation  of  the  kit  as  its  final 
action. 

Coast  Guard  letter  of  August  17  pro¬ 
vides  additional  information  as  requested 
by  the  Safety  Board  concerning  13  rec¬ 
ommendations  discussed  at  a  USCG/ 
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NTSB  meeting  held  July  13.  Concerning 
recommendations  M-89-53,  M-70-2,  M- 
71-4,  and  M-76-10,  Coast  Guard  states 
that  proposed  regulations  are  being 
drafted  to  require  lights  on  life  pre¬ 
servers.  Re  M-74-10,  concerning  exami¬ 
nation  of  towing  vessels  for  lifesaving 
equipment.  Coast  Guard  states  that  It 
has  increased  its  boarding  of  vessels  of 
all  types,  mainly  in  response  to  the  re¬ 
quirement  for  enforcement  of  recent  leg¬ 
islation  and  regulations.  Coast  Guard  ex¬ 
amines  the  vessel’s  lifesaving  equipment 
as  opportunity  permits. 

Regarding  M-74-14,  which  asked  for 
regulations  requiring  that  vessels  be 
aligned  with  channel  bridge  opening  be¬ 
fore  vessels  reach  a  point  equal  to  ships’ 
stopping  distance  from  the  bridge.  Coast 
Guard  states  that  a  regulation  of  this 
type  would  be  impossible  to  abide  by  in 
many  bridge  approaches  due  to  bends  in 
the  channel.  Coast  Guard  will  consider 
the  channel  alignment  criteria  when 
evaluating  sites  for  construction  of  future 
bridges.  In  answer  to  M-74-15,  Coast 
Guard  refers  to  the  May  6,  1976,  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register  of  a  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  which  would  require  a 
master  pilot  conference  prior  to  any  re¬ 
stricted  maneuver.  Re  M-74-16,  Coast 
Guard  states  that  implementing  regula¬ 
tions  were  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  15,  1975,  requiring 
the  posting  on  vessel  bridges  of  Informa¬ 
tion  concerning  stopping  distances  and 
turning  radii  for  various  speeds  and 
loaded  conditions.  Answering  recommen¬ 
dation  M-75-4,  Coast  Guard  states  that 
the  description  of  Kaslokan  Point  Light 
in  the  Coast  Guard  Light  List  CG-162, 
Vol.  m,  1976,  has  been  corrected.  Also, 
pasteon  chartlets  correcting  NOS  Chart 
8703  were  issued  with  Local  Notice  to 
Mariners  No.  19,  dated  May  13,  1975. 
M-75-8  asked  that  USCG  and  Navy  col¬ 
laborate  on  developing  capability  for 
civilian  submersible  rescue  operations; 
Coast  Guard  responds:  “This  recommen¬ 
dation  has  been  adopted  in  part  in  that  a 
study  of  worldwide  submersible  resources 
has  been  jointly  funded  by  the  Navy  and 
Coast  Guard.  Also  the  Navy,  Coast  Guard 
and  NOAA  will  sponsor  a  submersible 
safety  seminar  in  1977.” 

In  answer  to  M-75-9,  Coast  Guard 
states  that  Part  156  of  regulations  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  December 
21.  1972,  effective  July  1,  1974,  is  “quite 
specific  concerning  the  qualifications  and 
responsibilities  of  supervisory  personnel. 
In  particular  they  prohibit  a  person  serv¬ 
ing  as  person  in  charge  of  both  the  vessel 
and  the  facility  during  oil  transfer  opera¬ 
tions.  Also,  the  regulations  require  that 
persons  in  charge  be  present  at  all  times 
during  transfer  operations.” 

M-75-11  asked  that  the  Coast  Guard, 
for  at  least  1  year,  thoroughly  investigate 
all  oil  pollution  Incidents  involving  cargo 
transfer  spills  to  evaluate  the  adequacy 
of  33  CFR  Parts  154  through  156.  Coast 
Guard  responded:  “Evaluation  of  oil  pol¬ 
lution  incidents  and  the  adequacy  of  33 
CFR  Part  154  through  156  was  ongoing 
at  the  time  this  recommendation  was 
made  and  has  continued  for  approxi- 
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mately  2,/2  years.  Also  during  this  period 
comments  have  been  solicited  from  in¬ 
dustry  and  this  input  plus  information 
gleaned  from  our  Investigations  is  being 
utilized  to  prepare  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking.” 

With  reference  to  M-75-18,  asking  for 
a  program  to  advise  the  public  of  prob¬ 
lems  and  means  of  survival  in  cold 
water,  Coast  Guard  has  published  and  is 
now  distributing  a  pamphlet,  “A  Pocket 
Guide  to  Cold  Water  Survival.”  Also,  sev¬ 
eral  major  articles  on  hypothermia  have 
been  published  in  Coast  Guard’s  “Pro¬ 
ceedings  of  the  Marine  Safety  Council.” 
Coast  Guard  Indicates  that  a  proposed 
regulation  will  soon  be  published  requir¬ 
ing  manufacturers  of  personnel  flotation 
devices  to  include  a  pamphlet  with  each 
"PFD”  they  market  which  includes  in¬ 
formation  on  care  and  use  of  lifesaving 
devices,  boating  safety  tips,  and  a  para¬ 
graph  on  hypothermia. 

New  York  City  Transit  Authority  letter 
of  August  16  concerns  automatic  train 
control  systems  (ATC)  recommendations 
R-76-42  through  R-76-44,  issued  August 
1.  (See  41  FR  34125,  August  12,  1976.) 
The  letter  notes  that  all  trains  on  New 
York  City  Transit  system  are  operated 
manually  by  motormen.  Their  operation 
is  governed  by  intermittent  ATC. 
equipped  with  trip  stops  and  wayside 
signals.  When  a  malfunction  occurs,  the 
Authority  requires  the  motormen  to  stop 
at  a  red  (stop)  signal.  He  may  proceed 
when  (1)  an  employee  whom  the  motor- 
man  knows  is  permitted  to  do  so  gives  a 
signal  to  go  ahead  which  the  motorman 
knows  is  meant  for  him,  or  (2)  he  calls 
the  Desk  Trainmaster  by  radio  and  is 
told  to  proceed.  The  Authority  plans  to 
introduce  continuous  ATC,  with  cab  sig¬ 
nalling,  on  its  new  lines.  Trains  with  in¬ 
operative  ATC  equipment  will  not  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  go  into  service.  The  Authority 
further  indicates  that  communication 
facilities  are  being  constantly  checked; 
all  radios  are  tested  daily  before  use.  and 
emergency  telephones  are  distributed 
throughout  the  system,  generally  every 
600  feet. 

Safety  Board  Reply  to  Recommenda¬ 
tion  Response. — Board  letter  of  August 
24  replies  to  Material  Transportation  Bu¬ 
reau  letter  of  July  30  (41  FR  34126,  Au¬ 
gust  12, 1976)  re  recommendations  P-76- 
9  through  P-76-11  regarding  the  Consoli¬ 
dated  Edison  Company  accident  in  New 
York  City,  April  22,  1974.  The  Board  will 
hold  in  “open”  status  recommendations 
P-76-9  and  P-76-11,  and  asks  for  a  con¬ 
ference  with  MTB  staff  re  P-76-10. 

The  special  study,  the  accident  reports, 
and  the  Bafety  recommendation  letters  are 
available  to  the  general  public;  single  copies 
may  be  obtained  without  charge.  Copies  of 
the  letters  responding  to  recommendations, 
and  Safety  Board  replies  thereto,  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  at  a  co6t  of  $4-00  for  reproduction. 
All  requests  must  be  In  writing.  Identified  by 
report  or  recommendation  number  and  date 
of  publication  of  this  Federal  Register  no¬ 
tice.  Address  inquiries  to:  Publications  Unit, 
National  Transportation  Safety  Board,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20694. 

Multiple  copies  of  the  special  study  and 
the  accident  reports  may  be  purchased  by 
mall  from  the  National  Technical  Informa- 
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tlon  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Springfield,  Virginia  22151. 

(Secs.  304(a)  (2)  and  307  of  the  Independent 
Safety  Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-033,  88 
Stat.  2109,  2172  (49  Ofi.C.  1903,  1907)).) 

Margaret  L.  Fischer, 
Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer . 

August  30,  1976. 

(FR  Doc.70-25797  Filed  9-l-7fl;8:45  am] 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-313] 

ARKANSAS  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  13  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-51,  issued  to  Arkansas 
Power  &  Light  Company  (the  licensee) , 
which  revised  Technical  Specifications 
for  operation  of  the  Arkansas  Nuclear 
One — Unit  No.  1  (the  facility)  located  in 
Pope  County,  Arkansas.  The  amendment 
is  effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  (1)  revised  the  pro¬ 
visions  in  the  Technical  Specifications 
relating  to  limiting  conditions  for  opera¬ 
tion  and  surveillance  requirements  for 
the  facility  emergency  pond  and  (2)  cor¬ 
rected  a  reference  error  in  Specification 
4.4.I.3. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR  Chapter 
I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  license 
amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of  this 
amendment  was  not  required  since  the 
amendment  does  not  involve  a  significant 
hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  Issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
Impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
S  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  Impact 
statement,  negative  declaration  or  en¬ 
vironmental  Impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  issuance 
of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  March  3,  1976,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  13  to  License  No.  DPR- 
51,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  Inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Arkansas  Polytechnic  College, 
Russellville,  Arkansas  72801.  A  copy  of 
items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  obtained  upon 
request  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  1 6th 
day  of  August,  1976. 
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For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactor 
Branch  No.  2,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 

JFR  Doc.76-25406  Filed  9-1-76; 8: 45  am] 


|  Docket  No.  60-293] 

BOSTON  EDISON  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  19  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-35,  issued  to  Boston 
Edison  Company  (the  licensee),  which 
revised  technical  specifications  for  opera¬ 
tion  of  Unit  No.  1  of  the  Pilgrim  Nuclear 
Power  Station  (the  facility)  located  near 
Plymouth,  Massachusetts.  The  amend¬ 
ment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  (1)  corrects  errors  in 
the  letter  designations  identifying 
various  inspection  categories  of  Table 
4.6.1 — “In-service  Inspection  Require¬ 
ments  for  Pilgrim  Nuclear  Power  Sta¬ 
tion",  (2)  deletes  a  requirement  to  ex¬ 
amine  a  specific  percentage  of  various 
components  during  each  refueling  out¬ 
age,  (3)  specifies  that  portions  of  the 
vessel  closure  studs  and  vessel  closure 
stud  bushings  that  are  not  accessible  for 
inspection  need  be  inspected  only  when 
they  are  exposed  during  the  inspection 
interval,  (4)  corrects  an  error  in  the 
original  specification  by  redesignating 
certain  piping  welds  from  Category  F-3 
to  Category  J,  and  (5)  deletes  inspection 
requirements  for  welds  that  were  on 
sections  of  piping  that  have  been  re¬ 
moved  from  the  reactor. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR  Chapter 
I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  license 
amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of  the 
amendment  was  not  required  since  the 
amendment  does  not  involve  a  significant 
hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
S  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement,  negative  declaration  or  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  issuance 
of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  April  1,  1975  and  sup¬ 
plements  thereto  dated  March  1,  1976 
and  May  13,  1976,  (2)  Amendment  No. 
19  to  License  No.  DPR-35,  and  (3)  the 
Commission’s  concurrently  issued  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Plymouth  Public  Library  on 
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North  Street  in  Plymouth,  Massachusetts 
02360. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director, 
Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  16th 
day  of  August,  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dennis  L.  Ziemann, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 

|  FR  Doc  76-25405  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


{Docket  No.  60-261] 

CAROLINA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License  and  Negative  Declaration 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
23  to  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-23  Issued  to  Carolina  Power  &  Light 
Company  which  revised  technical  speci¬ 
fications  for  operation  of  the  H.  B.  Robin¬ 
son  Steam  Electric  Plant  Unit  No.  2,  lo¬ 
cated  in  Darlington  County,  Hartsville, 
South  Carolina.  The  amendment  is  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  changes  the  technical 
specifications  by  eliminating  a  require¬ 
ment  to  sample  benthic  organisms  and 
substituting  a  requirement  to  sample 
aquatic  vegetation  as  part  of  the  radio¬ 
logical  surveillance  program. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  has  made  appropriate  findings  as  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR  Chapter 
I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  license 
amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of  this 
amendment  was  not  required  since  the 
amendment  does  not  involve  a  significant 
hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  prepared  an  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  appraisal  for  the  re¬ 
vised  Technical  Specifications  and  has 
concluded  that  an  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  for  this  particular  action 
is  not  warranted  because  there  will  be  no 
environmental  impact  attributable  to  the 
action  other  than  that  which  has  already 
been  predicted  and  described  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Final  Environmental  Statement 
for  the  H.  B.  Robinson  Steam  Electric 
Plant  Unit  No.  2,  and  that  a  negative 
declaration  to  this  effect  is  appropriate. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for  amend¬ 
ment  dated  November  1,  1974,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  23  to  License  No.  DPR- 
23,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  Environ¬ 
mental  Impact  Appraisal.  All  of  these 
items  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  and  at  the  Hartsville  Memorial  Li¬ 


brary,  Home  and  Fifth  Avenues,  Harts¬ 
ville,  South  Carolina. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  10th 
day  of  August  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  4,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 

|FR  Doc.76-25401  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


{Docket  No.  50-324) 

CAROLINA  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  20  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-62  issued  to  Carolina 
Power  and  Light  Company  which  revised 
Technical  Specifications  for  operation  of 
the  Brunswick  Steam  Electric  Plant, 
Unit  No.  2,  located  in  Brunswick  County, 
North  Carolina.  The  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  as  of  its  date  of  Issuance. 

This  amendment  (1)  lowers  the  main 
steamline  low  pressure  isolation  setpoint 
from  850  to  825  psig,  (2)  makes  miscella¬ 
neous  corrections  and  clarifications,  and 
(3)  clarifies  the  action  to  be  taken  in  the 
event  that  the  Rod  Block  Monitor  is  in¬ 
operable  for  more  than  24  hours. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
comply  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendment.  Notice  of  Proposed  Is¬ 
suance  of  Amendment  to  Facility  Oper¬ 
ating  License  in  connection  with  item  (1) 
above  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  29,  1976  (41  FR 
12931) .  No  request  for  a  hearing  or  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  was  filed  fol¬ 
lowing  notice  of  this  proposed  action. 
Prior  public  notice  of  items  (2)  and  (3) 
was  not  required  since  this  amendment 
does  not  involve  significant  hazards  con¬ 
siderations. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
5  51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  Impact 
statement,  negative  declaration  or  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  appraisal  need  not  be 
prepared  in  connection  with  issuance  of 
this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  applications  for 
amendment  dated  December  19, 1975  and 
March  22,  1976,  (2)  Amendment  No.  20 
to  License  No.  DPR-62,  and  (3)  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these 
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items  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  and  at  the  Southport  Bruns¬ 
wick  County  Library,  109  W.  Moore 
Street,  Southport,  North  Carolina  28461. 
A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director, 
Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  11th 
day  of  August  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


A.  Schwencer, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #1,  Division  of  Oper¬ 
ating  Reactors. 


[FR  DOC.76-25408  FUed  0-1-76; 8: 45  am) 


public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Rus¬ 
sell  Library,  119  Broad  Street,  Middle- 
town,  Connecticut  06457.  A  copy  of  items 
(2)  and  (3)  may  be  obtained  upon  re¬ 
quest  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  9th 
day  of  August  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Thomas  V.  Wambach, 
Acting  Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  1,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 

|FR  Doc.76-25398  Filed  .9-1-76; 8: 45  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-213] 

CONNECTICUT  YANKEE  ATOMIC  POWER 
CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  10  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-61,  issued  to  Connecti¬ 
cut  Yankee  Atomic  Power  Company  for 
operating  of  the  Haddam  Neck  Plant,  lo¬ 
cated  in  Middlesex  County,  Connecticut. 
The  amendment  is  effective  as  of  the  date 
of  issuance. 

The  amendment  revises  the  Technical 
Specifications  to  provide  for  the  curves 
for  allowable  power  vs.  incore  axial  offset 
based  on  the  Babcock  and  Wilcox 
FLAME  3  code.  These  curves  are  appli¬ 
cable  to  fuel  Cycle  VII. 

Hie  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendment.  Notice  of  Proposed 
Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility  Op¬ 
erating  License  in  connection  with  this 
action  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  June  8,  1976  (41  FR 

22998).  No  request  for  a  hearing  or  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  was  filed  fol¬ 
lowing  notice  of  the  proposed  issuance. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR  51.5 
(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment,  negative  declaration  or  environ¬ 
mental  impact  appraisal  need  not  be  pre¬ 
pared  in  connection  with  Issuance  of  this 
amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  May  3,  1976,  as  sup¬ 
plemented  June  22, 1976,  (2)  Amendment 
No.  10  to  License  No.  DPR-61,  and  (3) 
the  Commission’s  related  Safety  Evalua¬ 
tion.  All  of  these  items  are  available  for 


[Docket  No.  60-409] 

DAIRY  LAND  POWER  COOPERATIVE 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Provisional 
Operating  License 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  Commission)  has  issued  Amendment 
No.  6  to  Provisional  Operating  License 
No.  DPR-45  Issued  to  Dairyland  Power 
Cooperative  (the  licensee)  which  revised 
Technical  Specifications  for  operation  of 
the  LaCrosse  Boiling  Water  Reactor 
(LACBWR),  located  in  Vernon  County, 
Wisconsin.  The  amendment  is  effective 
as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

This  amendment  adds  provisions  in 
the  Technical  Specifications  for  opera¬ 
tion  of  LACBWR  with  a  second  emergen¬ 
cy  on-site  power  supply  and  incorpo¬ 
rates  changes  resulting  from  other  plant 
modifications.  Installation  of  the  redun¬ 
dant  on-site  source  of  emergency  power 
and  associated  modifications  to 
LACBWR  were  performed  to  achieve 
compliance  with  the  Commission’s  Inter¬ 
im  Acceptance  Criteria  for  Emergency 
Core  Cooling  Systems  for  Light  Water 
Power  Reactors  set  forth  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Interim  Policy  Statement  (36  F.R. 
12247,  June  29, 1971). 

The  applications  for  the  amendment 
comply  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
§  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  Impact 
statement,  negative  declaration  or  envi¬ 
ronmental  impact  appraisal  need  not  be 
prepared  in  connection  with  Issuance  of 
this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  applications  for 
amendment  dated  June  24  and  July  12, 


1976,  (2)  Amendment  No.  6  to  License 
No.  DPR-45,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s 
related  Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these 
items  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  _ 
D.C.,  and  at  the  La  Crosse  Public  Library, 
800  Main  Street,  La  Crosse,  Wisconsin. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director, 
Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
12th  day  of  August  1976. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  4.  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


[FR  Doc.76-25396  Filed  9-1-76; 8: 45  am] 


[Dockets  Noe.  60-269,  50-270,  and  50-287] 

DUKE  POWER  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendments  Nos.  30,  30,  and  27  to  Fa¬ 
cility  Operating  Licenses  Nos.  DPR-38, 
DPR-47,  and  DPR-55,  respectively,  is¬ 
sued  to  Duke  Power  Company  which  re¬ 
vised  the  licenses  for  operation  of  the 
Oconee  Nuclear  Station,  Units  Nos.  1,  2, 
and  3,  located  in  Oconee  County,  South 
Carolina.  The  amendments  are  effective 
as  of  the  date  of  Issuance. 

The  amendments  revise  the  restriction 
governing  the  duration  of  Cycle  1  for 
Unit  No.  3  to  allow  operation  to  Septem¬ 
ber  18, 1976. 

The  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendments.  Prior  public  notice 
of  the  amendments  was  not  required 
since  the  amendments  do  not  invdlve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  in  any  significant  environmen¬ 
tal  impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
§  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement,  negative  declaration  or  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  issuance 
of  these  amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  August  6,  1976,  (2) 
Amendments  Nos.  30,  30,  and  27  to  Li¬ 
cense  Nos.  DPR-38,  DPR-47,  and  DPR- 
55,  respectively,  and  (3)  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  related  Safety  Evaluation.  All  of 
these  items  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public  Doc¬ 
ument  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW„  Wash- 
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Ington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Oconee  County 
Library,  201  South  Spring  Street.  Wal- 
halla.  South  Carolina  29691.  A  copy  of 
items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  obtained  upon 
request  addressed  to  the  UB.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
16th  day  of  August  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

A.  Schwencer, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #1,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 

[FR  Doc  76-25400  Filed  9-1-76;  8: 45  amj 


l Docket  No.  50-389] 

FLORIDA  POWER  &  LIGHT  CO.  (ST.  LUCIE 
NUCLEAR  POWER  PLANT,  UNIT  NO.  2) 

Cancellation  of  Hearing 

By  Order  dated  August  3,  1976,  the 
Licensing  Board  set  September  8-10, 1976 
for  an  evidentiary  hearing  on  the  mat¬ 
ters  remanded  by  ALAB-335.  That  evi¬ 
dentiary  session  is  hereby  cancelled. 

A  hearing  will  be  rescheduled  for  a 
later  time  when  it  appears  feasible  to 
consider,  in  addition  to  the  matters  re¬ 
manded  by  ALAB-335.  1)  the  issue  of 
ECCS  compliance  with  the  requirements 
of  10  CFR  Part  50,  Appendix  K  (see  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Staff’s  “Motion  to  Reopen  the 
Record  on  the  Emergency  Core  Cooling 
System,”  dated  August  12,  1976) ;  and, 
2)  any  issues  presented  by  Intervenor’s 
July  28, 1976  “Motion  to  Reconsider  Con¬ 
tention  1.3  Need  for  Power  and  Conser¬ 
vation  of  Energy”  if  that  motion,  or  any 
part  of  it,  should  ultimately  be  granted. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  23rd 
day  of  August  1976. 

The  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board. 

Edward  Luton, 

Chairman. 

[FR  Doc.76-25402  Filed  9-1-76,8:45  am] 


ing  of  the  pumps  and  lines  associated 
with  the  Low  Pressure  Injection  and 
High  Pressure  Injection  Systems. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR  Chapter 
I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  license 
amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of  this 
amendment  was  not  required  since  the 
amendment  does  not  involve  a  significant 
hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
§  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement,  negative  declaration  of  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  issuance 
of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for  amend¬ 
ment  dated  July  12,  1976,  (2)  Amend¬ 
ment  No.  19  to  License  No.  DPR-50,  and 
(3)  the  Commission’s  related  Safety 
Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  at 
the  Government  Publications  Section, 
State  Library  of  Pennsylvania,  Box  1601 
(Education  Building) ,  Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania. 

A  eopy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  23rd 
day  of  August  1976. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  4,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 

(FR  Doc.76-25397  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-289] 

METROPOLITAN  EDISON  CO.,  ET  AL 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  UJ3.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  19  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-50,  issued  to  Metropoli¬ 
tan  Edison  Company,  Jersey  Central 
Power  and  Light  Company,  and  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Electric  Company  which  revised 
Technical  Specifications  for  operation  of 
the  Three  Mile  Island  Nuclear  Station, 
Unit  No.  1,  located  in  Dauphin  County, 
Pennsylvania.  The  amendment  is  effec- - 
tive  as  of  its  date  of  Issuance. 

The  amendment  revises  the  Technical 
Specifications  to  require  positive  blocking 
of  electrical  power  to  the  Core  Flood 
Tknk  vent  valves  except  under  specified 
conditions  and  to  require  periodic  vent- 


NIAGARA  MOHAWK  POWER  CORP. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  Issued  Amendment  No. 
12  to  Facility  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-63  Issued  to  Niagara  Mohawk 
Power  Corporation  which  revised  techni¬ 
cal  specifications  for  operation  of  the 
Nine  Mile  Point  Nuclear  Station  Unit  No. 
1,  located  In  Oswego  County,  New  York. 
The  amendment  Is  effective  as  of  its  date 
of  Issuance. 

The  amendment  will  incorporate  ex¬ 
posure-dependent  assembly  averaged 
power-void  relationship  limits  into  the 
Nine  Mile  Point  Nuclear  Station  Unit  No. 
1  Technical  Specifications. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 


ments  of  the  Atorpic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  ta  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
§  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  state¬ 
ment,  negative  declaration  or  environ¬ 
mental  impact  appraisal  need  not  be 
prepared  in  connection  with  issuance  of 
this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  May  19, 1976,  and  sup¬ 
plement  dated  August  3,  1976,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  12  to  License  No.  DPR- 
63,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Oswego  City  Library,  120  E. 
Second  Street,  Oswego,  New  York  13126. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  20th 
day  of  August,  1976. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


George  Lear, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  3,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


[FR  Doc.76-25409  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  STN  50-484] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO.  (TYRONE 
ENERGY  PARK,  UNIT  1) 

Order  and  Notice  of  Evidentiary  Hearing 
August  19,  1976. 

The  evidentiary  hearing  on  the  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  construction  permit  for 
Nuclear  Generating  Unit  No.  1,  Tyrone 
Energy  Park,  will  commence  at  10:00 
a.m.  September  28,  1976  at  the  County 
Board  Room,  Eau  Claire  County  Court¬ 
house,  Second  Floor,  721  Oxford  Avenue, 
Eau  Claire,  Wisconsin  54701.  Evidence 
will  be  received  with  respect  to  radio¬ 
logical  health  and  safety  matters.  This 
phase  of  the  hearing  Is  expected  to  con¬ 
tinue  for  about  two  weeks.  The  environ¬ 
mental  phase  if"  the  evidentiary  hearing 
is  planned  for  Spring  of  1977. 

The  public  Is  Invited  to  attend.  Any 
person  who  has  requested  an  opportunity 
to  make  &  limited  appearance  may  make 
an  oral  statement  or  may  file  a  written 
statement.  The  length  of  oral  statements 
may  be  limited  depending  upon  time  re¬ 
quirements.  Those  making  or  filing  11m- 
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ited  appearance  statements  may  com¬ 
ment  upon  any  aspect  of  the  proposed 
nuclear  facility.  Written  statements  al¬ 
ready  filed  with  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  the 
Board  whether  or  not  the  person  filing 
such  statement  appears  at  the  eviden¬ 
tiary  hearing.  Upon  request  and  demon¬ 
strated  need,  the  Board  may  schedule 
one  or  more  evening  sessions  for  those 
able  to  be  heard  during  the  regular  day¬ 
time  sessions. 


It  is  so  ordered. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  19th 
day  of  August  1976. 

For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board. 

Ivan  W.  Smith, 
Chairman. 

| PR  Doc.76-25410  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am| 


|  Docket  No.  STN  50-437 ] 

OFFSHORE  POWER  SYSTEMS  (FLOATING 
NUCLEAR  POWER  PLANTS) 

Reconstitution  of  Board 

Thomas  W.  Reilly,  Esq.,  was  Chairman 
of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  for  the  above  proceeding.  Mr. 
Reilly  is  leaving  the  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  Panel  and  therefore  is 
unable  to  continue  his  service  on  this 
Board. 

Accordingly,  Sheldon  J.  Wolfe,  Esq., 
whose  address  is  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  Panel,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regu¬ 
latory  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555,  is  appointed  Chairman  of  this 
Board.  Reconstitution  of  the  Board  in 
this  manner  is  in  accordance  with  Sec¬ 
tion  2.721  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice,  as  amended. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  23rd 
day  of  August  1976. 

Robert  M.  Lazo, 

Acting  Chairman,  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
Panel. 

(FR  Doc.76-26404  Piled  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


(Docket  Noe.  STN  50-^477.  and  STN  50-478] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  ELECTRIC  AND  GAS 
CO.  (ATLANTIC  NUCLEAR  GENERATING 
STATION,  UNITS  1  AND  2)' 

Reconstitution  of  Board 

Thomas  W.  Reilly,  Esq.,  was  Chairman 
of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board  for  the  above  proceeding.  Mr. 
Reilly  is  leaving  the  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  Panel  and  therefore  is 
unable  to  continue  his  service  on  this 
Board. 

Accordingly,  Sheldon  J.  Wolfe,  Esq., 
whose  address  is  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  Panel,  XJ.8.  Nuclear  Regu¬ 
latory  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555,  is  appointed  Chairman  of  this 
Board.  Reconstitution  of  the  Board  in 
this  manner  is  in  accordance  with  Sec¬ 
tion  2.721  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice,  as  amended. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  23rd 
day  of  August  1976. 

Robert  M.  Lazo, 

Acting  Chairman,  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
Panel. 

| PR  Doc.76-25403  Piled  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  50-312] 

SACRAMENTO  MUNICIPAL  UTILITY 
DISTRICT 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
7  to  Facility  Operating  License  No.  DRP- 
54  issued  to  Sacramento  Municipal 
Utility  District  which  revised  Technical 
Specifications  for  operation  of  the 
Rancho  Seco  Nuclear  Generating  Sta¬ 
tion,  located  in  Sacramento  County,  Cali¬ 
fornia.  The  amendment  is  effective  as  of 
its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  provides  for  (1)  the 
removal  of  surveillance  capsules  during 
the  remainder  of  Cycle  1  and  (2)  sur¬ 
veillance  Technical  Specifications  to  con¬ 
firm  that  no  internal  vent  valves  are 
stuck  open.  The  amendment  implements 
an  exemption  given  by  the  Commission 
to  allow  operation  of  the  Rancho  Seco 
reactor  with  the  surveillance  specimens 
removed  from  the  reactor  vessel  during 
Cycle  1. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
Impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
§  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  state¬ 
ment,  negative  declaration  or  environ¬ 
mental  impact  appraisal  need  not  be  pre¬ 
pared  in  connection  with  issuance  of  this 
amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  April  8,  1976,  as  sup¬ 
plemented  April  28,  1976  and  May  21, 
1976,  (2)  Amendment  No.  7  to  License  No. 
DRP-54,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  re¬ 
lated  Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these 
items  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room  1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  at  the  Business  and  Municipal 
Department,  Sacramento  City-County 
Library,  828  I  Street,  Sacramento,  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 


ington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director, 
Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
13th  day  of  August  1976.  ' 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #4,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


(FR  Doc.76-25399  Piled  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  50-296] 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

Notice  is  "hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
2  to  Facility  Operating  License  No.  DPR- 
68  issued  to  Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
which  revised  Technical  Specifications 
for  operation  of  the  Browns  Ferry  Nu¬ 
clear  Plant,  Unit  3,  located  in  Limestone 
County,  Alabama.  The  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

A  full-power,  full-term  operating  li¬ 
cense  was  issued  on  July  2,  1976.  Activi¬ 
ties  were  limited  temporarily  by  restric¬ 
tions  contained  in  the  Technical  Speci¬ 
fications  to  fuel  loading  and  associated 
control  rod  motion  necessary  to  assure 
fuel  loading  in  a  safe  manner  until  the 
following  matters  have  been  resolved: 
(1)  approval  by  the  Commission’s  staff 
of  certain  matters  relating  to  fire  pre¬ 
vention  and  protection;  (2)  approval  by 
the  Commission’s  staff  of  the  evaluation 
of  (a)  suppression  pool  hydrodynamic 
loads  during  a  lo6s-of -coolant  accident; 
and  (b)  Dynamic  loads  associated  with 
relief  valve  operation;  (3)  approval  by 
the  Commission’s  staff  of  evaluation  of 
the  performance  of  the  modified  resid¬ 
ual  heat  removal  pumps  during  a  postu¬ 
lated  loss-of -coolant  accident:  and  (4)  a 
report  by  the  Commission’s  Office  of  In¬ 
spection  and  Enforcement  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  matters  have  been  satisfactorily 
resolved:  (a)  the  reported  clogged  wa¬ 
terlines  to  the  residual  heat  removal  and 
control  rod  pump  bearing  coolers  and 
(b)  the  installation  of  a  second  isolation 
valve  in  the  1-inch  demineralized  water 
system  pipe  that  penetrates  the  drywell. 

These  matters  were  addressed  in  the 
Commission’s  Supplement  No.  9  to  the 
Safety  Evaluation  Report  issued  August 
2, 1976.  On  that  date,  the  Commission  is¬ 
sued  Amendment  No.  1  to  the  facility  op¬ 
erating  license  limiting  operation  to  1 
percent  power  by  deleting  and  replacing 
the  above  temporary  restrictions  with  a 
single  new  temnorary  restriction  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  completion  of  the  detailed  fire 
protection  procedures  and  training  pro¬ 
gram  by  the  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 

This  amendment  deletes  the  tempo¬ 
rary  restriction  contained  in  Amendment 
No.  1  thus  authorizing  operation  of  the 
Browns  Ferry  Nuclear  Plant  Unit  3  at  a 
steady  state  reactor  core  power  level  of 
3293  megawatts  thermal.  Deletion  of  this 
temporary  restriction  is  based  on  the 
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satisfactory  completion  and  resolution, 
as  reported  by  the  Commission's  Office  of 
Inspection  and  Enforcement,  of  the  de¬ 
tailed  fire  protection  procedures  and  the 
content  of  the  fire  training  program  in 
accordance  with  the  fire  protection  cri¬ 
teria  delineated  in  Section  2.0  of  “Sup¬ 
plement  Number  2  to  the  Safety  Evalua¬ 
tion  Supporting  the  Operation  After  the 
Restoration  and  Modification  of  the 
Browns  Ferry  Nuclear  Plant,  Units  1  and 
2  Following  the  March  22,  1915  Fire,’’  is¬ 
sued  July  3.  1976.  This  action  completes 
the  licensing  action  encompassed  in  the 
“Notice  of  Consideration  of  Issuance  of 
Facility  Operating  Licenses  and  Notice 
of  Opportunity  for  Hearing  Pursuant  to 
10  CFR  Part  50.  Appendix  D,  Section 
C,”  dated  September  15. 1972. 

Issuance  of  the  amendment  complies 
with  the  standards  and  requirements  of 
the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I.  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  Amendment  No.  2  to  Li¬ 
cense  No.  DPR-68,  and  (2)  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  related  Safety  Evaluation  dated 
August  18.  1976.  These  items  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717 
H  Street  NW„  Washington.  D  C.,  and  at 
the  Athens  Public  Library,  South  and 
Forrest,  Athens.  Alabama. 

A  copy  of  items  (1)  and  (2)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.8.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Project  Management. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
18th  day  of  August,  1976. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


John  F.  Stolz, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Branch  No.  1.  Division  of 
Project  Management. 


[FR  Doc.76-25407  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am) 


[Docket  Noa.  50-259  O.L.  &  50-260  OX.] 

TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 
(BROWNS  FERRY  NUCLEAR  PLANT, 
UNITS  1  &  2) 

Assignment  of  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Appeal  Board 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  authority  in  10  CFR 
S  2.787(a),  the  Chairman  of  the  Atomic 
Safety  and  Licensing  Appeal  Panel  has 
assigned  the  following  panel  members  to 
serve  as  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Appeal  Board  for  this  operating  license 
proceeding: 

Alan  S.  Rosenthal,  Chairman 

Dr.  John  H.  Buck 

Dr.  Lawrence  R.  Quarles 


Dated:  August  25, 1976. 

Romathe  M.  Skfutski, 
Secretary  to  the  Appeal  Board. 
[FR  Doc.76-25396  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-286] 

CONSOLIDATED  EDISON  COMPANY  OF 

NEW  YORK,  INC.  AND  POWER  AUTHOR¬ 
ITY  OF  THE  STATE  OF  NEW  YORK 

Proposed  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Facility  Operating  License 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  Commission)  is  considering  the  Is¬ 
suance  of  an  amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-64  Issued  to 
Consolidated  Edison  Company  of  New 
York,  Inc.  and  the  Power  Authority  of 
the  State  of  New  York  (the  licensees)  for 
operation  of  the  Indian  Point  Nuclear 
Generating  Unit  No.  3  (the  facility), 
located  in  Westchester  County,  New 
York. 

In  accordance  with  the  licensees’  ap¬ 
plication  for  a  license  amendment  dated 
June  28,  1976,  the  amendment  would 
modify  the  Technical  Specifications  by 
providing  additional  conditions  for  the 
storage  of  the  spent  fuel.  The  amend¬ 
ment  would  also  permit  modification  of 
the  spent  fuel  element  storage  pool  in 
order  to  provide  for  additional  storage 
capacity  for  spent  fuel  in  accordance 
with  the  licensees’  proposal  dated  June 
28,  1976. 

Prior  to  issuance  -of  the  proposed 
license  amendment  and  prior  to  approval 
of  the  proposed  modification,  the  Com¬ 
mission  will  have  made  the  findings  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  license 
amendment  and  the  modification  to  the 
spent  fuel  element  storage  pool  will  not 
be  approved  until  the  Commission  has 
reviewed  the  safety  aspects  and  has  con¬ 
cluded  that  approval  of  the  license 
amendment  and  the  modification  will  not 
be  inimical  to  the  common  defense  and 
security  or  to  the  health  and  safety  of 
the  public. 

By  October  4,  1976,  the  licensees  may 
file  a  request  for  a  hearing  and  any  per¬ 
son  whose  interest  may  be  affected  by 
this  proceeding  may  file  a  request  for  a 
hearing  in  the  form  of  a  petition  for 
leave  to  Intervene  with  respect  to  issu¬ 
ance  of  the  amendment  to  the  facility 
operating  license  and  to  the  approval  of 
the  modification  to  the  facility  spent 
fuel  element  storage  pool.  Petitions  for 
leave  to  intervene  must  be  filed  under 
oath  or  affirmation  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  §  2.714  of  10  CFR  Part 
2  of  the  Commission’s  regulations.  A 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must  set 
forth  the  interest  of  the  petitioner  in  the 
proceeding,  how  that  interest  may  be  af¬ 
fected  by  the  results  of  the  proceeding, 
and  the  petitioner’s  contentions  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposed  action.  Such  peti¬ 
tions  must  be  filed  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  this  Federal  Register 
notice  and  $  2.714,  and  must  be  filed  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Docketing 
and  Service  Section,  by  the  above  date. 
A  copy  of  the  petition  and/or  request  for 
a  hearing  should  be  sent  to  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Legal  Director,  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
and  to  Arvln  E.  Upton,  Esq.,  1757  N 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20036, 
attorney  for  the  licensees. 


A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
which  identifies  the  specific  aspect  or 
aspects  of  the  proceeding  as  to  which  in¬ 
tervention  is  desired  and  specifies  with 
particularity  the  facts  on  which  the  pe¬ 
titioner  relies  as  to  both  his  interest  and 
his  contentions  with  regard  to  each  as¬ 
pect  on  which  intervention  is  requested. 
Petitions  stating  contentions  relating 
only  to  matters  outside  the  Commission’s 
jurisdiction  will  be  denied. 

All  petitions  will  be  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission  or  licensing  board,  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Efcoard  Panel.  Timely  petitions 
will  be  considered  to  determine  whether 
a  hearing  should  be  noticed  or  another 
appropriate  order  issued  regarding  the 
disposition  of  the  petitions. 

In  the  event  that  a  hearing  is  held  and 
a  person  is  permitted  to  intervene,  he 
becomes  a  party  to  the  proceeding  and 
has  a  right  to  participate  fully  in  the 
conduct  of  the  hearing.  FOr  example,  he 
may  present  evidence  and  examine  and 
cross-examine  witnesses. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  the  licensees’  application  for 
amendment  and  proposal  to  modify  the 
spent  fuel  pool  dated  June  28.  1976, 
which  is  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  and  at  the  Hendrick  Hudson  Free 
Library,  31  Albany  Post  Road,  Montrose, 
New  York.  __ 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
25th  day  of  August  1976. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion, 


Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #4,  Division  of  Oper¬ 
ating  Reactors. 


[FR  Doc.76-26842  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  RM-50-5] 

MIXED  OXIDE  FUEL  (GESMO) 

Availability  of  Health,  Safety  and  Environ¬ 
mental  Portion  of  the  Final  Generic  En¬ 
vironmental  Statement  on  the  Use  of 
Recycle  Plutonium  in  Mixed  Oxide  Fuel 
in  Light  Water  Cooled  Reactors  (Report 
No.  NUREG-0002) 

On  November  14,  1975,  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  (NRC)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR 
53056)  its  conclusions  regarding  the 
scope,  procedures,  and  schedule  for  the 
Generic  Environmental  Statement  on 
the  Use  of  Recycle  Plutonium  in  Mixed 
Oxide  Fuel  in  LWR’s  (GESMO) .  Notice 
is  hereby  given  that  the  health,  safety, 
and  environmental  portion  of  the  final 
GESMO  report  (identified  as  report 
number  NUREG-0002)  has  been  pre¬ 
pared  by  the  NRC’s  Office  of  Nuclear 
Material  Safety  and  Safeguards  and  ia 
available  for  inspection  by  the  public  at 
the  NRC’s  Public  Document  Room  at 
1717  H  Street,  NW..  Washington,  D.C., 
and  at  the  NRC’s  Local  Public  Document 
Rooms.  A  draft  Safeguards  Supplement 
to  the  GESMO  report  will  be  released  as 
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a  separate  report  designated  NUREG- 
0100  and  will  be  available  at  the  same  lo¬ 
cations  at  a  later  date  for  public  review 
and  comment. 

Copies  of  the  Pinal  Generic  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  on  the  Use  of  Recycle 
Plutonium  in  Mixed  Oxide  Fuel  in  Light 
Water  Cooled  Reactors — Health,  Safety 
and  Environment  (NUREG-0002)  can 
also  be  purchased  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service,  Spring- 
field,  Virginia  22161. 

Background 

On  February  12,  1974,  the  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Commission  (AEC)  published  a  no¬ 
tice  in  the  Federal  Register  that  an  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  on  the 
wide-scale  use  of  mixed  oxide  fuel  in 
light  water  cooled  nuclear  power  reac¬ 
tors  would  be  prepared  (39  FR  5356). 
On  August  21,  1974,  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  that  the  AEC’s 
Directorate  of  Licensing  had  completed 
the  draft  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  entitled  “Generic  Environmental 
Statement  Mixed-Oxide  Fuel,”  and  that 
comments  on  the  draft  statement  were 
requested  from  interested  persons  (39  FR 
30186) .  Numerous  comments  on  the  draft 
statement  were  received.  On  December 
10,  1974,  advance  notice  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  that  a  public 
hearing  would  be  held  on  GESMO;  per¬ 
sons  interested  in  participation  were  re¬ 
quested  to  notify  the  Secretary  of  the 
AEC  (39  FR  43101). 

The  Energy  Reorganization  Act  of  1974 
abolished  the  AEC  and  transferred  its 
regulatory  functions  to  a  new  independ¬ 
ent  agency,  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC) ,  which  began  official 
operation  on  January  19,  1975.  The  new 
NRC  was  responsible  for  the  generic  en¬ 
vironmental  statement  and  related  reg¬ 
ulatory  aspects  of  the  wide-scale  use  of 
recycle  plutonium  in  the  fuel  of  LWR’s. 

In  a  Federal  Register  notice  on  May 
8,  1975  (40  FR  20142)  the  NRC  published 
its  provisional  view  that  a  cost-benefit 
analysis  of  alternative  safeguards  pro¬ 
grams  should  be  prepared  and  set  forth 
in  draft  and  final  environmental  impact 
statements  before  a  Commission  decision 
is  reached  on  wide-scale  use  of  mixed 
oxide  fuel  in  light  water  nuclear  reac¬ 
tors;  that  provisional  view  also  included 
guidelines  for  resolving  individual  ap¬ 
plications  for  licenses  to  use  mixed  oxide 
fuel. 

The  NRC  requested  public  comments 
on  whether  the  provisional  views  should 
be  adopted  as  final. 

On  November  14,  1975,  after  consid¬ 
eration  of  public  comments  on  its  pro¬ 
visional  views,  the  Commission  published 
In  the  Federal  Register  (40  FR  53056) 
Its  final  conclusions  on  the  decisional 
course  It  would  follow  on  the  matter  of 
wide-stfale  use.  The  Commission  directed 
Its  staff  to  prepare  a  safeguards  sup¬ 
plement  to  the  August  1974  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement.  The  draft  sup¬ 
plement.  to  be  released  for  public  com¬ 
ment  lata*  In  1976,  will  include  an 
analysis  of  the  costs  and  benefits  of 
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alternative  safeguards  programs,  a  rec¬ 
ommendation  as  to  safeguards  require¬ 
ments  associated  with  wide-scale  use  of 
mixed  oxide  fuel,  and  an  overall  cost- 
benefit  analysis  of  wide-scale  use,  includ¬ 
ing  health,  safety,  environmental  and 
safeguards  factors.  The  Commission  also 
directed  its  staff  to  expedite  preparation 
of  those  portions  of  the  final  environ¬ 
mental  statement  dealing  with  health, 
safety  and  environmental  matters.  In 
preparing  this  document,  now  available 
to  the  public,  the  comments  received  on 
the  1974  draft  GESMO  were  taken  into 
account.  J 

The  Commission  indicated  in  the  No¬ 
vember  14,  1975  notice  that  the  public 
w’ill  continue  to  be  afforded  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  participate  in  the  Commission’s 
decision  on  wide-scale  use  of  recycle 
plutonium  in  LWR  fuels,  not  only  by 
submission  of  written  comments  on  the 
draft  of  the  Safeguards  Supplement,  but 
also  by  participating  in  the  public  hear¬ 
ings  which  will  be  held  following  is¬ 
suance  of  each  portion  of  the  final  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement. 

On  July  29,  1976  the  NRC  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR  31621) 
a  Notice  of  Appointment  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  special  board  to  conduct  the 
hearing  on  the  final  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  and  the  proposed  rules 
regarding  wide-scale  use  of  mixed  oxide 
fuel  in  light  water  nuclear  power  re¬ 
actors.  On  August  12,  1976  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Hearing  Board,  George  Bunn, 
Efeq.,  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(41  FR  34123)  a  Notice  of  the  Prehear¬ 
ing  Conference  to  take  place  on  Septem¬ 
ber  15,  1976  at  Washington,  D.C. 


ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 

SAFEGUARDS;  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON 

REGULATORY  GUIDES 

Addition  to  Agenda 

The  agenda  of  the  September  8,  1976 
meeting  of  the  ACRS  Subcommittee  on 
Regulatory  Guides  has  been  amended 
to  include  discussion  of  working  papers 
on  Regulatory  Guide  l.XXX,  “Design 
Guidance  for  Radioactive  Waste  Man¬ 
agement  Systems  Installed  in  Light- 
Water-Cooled  Nuclear  Power  Reactor 
Plants”  during  that  portion  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  which  will  convene  in  closed  session 
with  the  NRC  St&ff  and  any  consultants 
at  about  11  a.m. 

I  have  determined,  in  accordance  with 
subsection  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  that 
it  is  necessary  to  consider  this  matter 
in  closed  session  to  protect  the  free  in¬ 
terchange  of  internal  views  in  the  final 
stages  of  the  Subcommittee’s  delibera¬ 
tive  process  and  to  prevent  predeci- 
sional  disclosure.,  of  internal  memo¬ 
randa  of  the  NRC  Staff  (5  U.S.C.  552 
(b)  (5)).  Separation  of  factual  material 
from  Individuals’  advice,  opinions,  and 
recommendations  while  closed  Executive 
Sessions  are  in  progress  is  considered 
impractical. 

Announcement  of  this  meeting  was 
made  in  FR  Vol.  41,  August  23.  1976, 
page  35577. 
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All  other  matters  pertaining  to  this 
meeting  remain  the  same. 

Dated;  August  30,  1976. 

John  C.  Hoyle, 
Advisory  Committee 
•  Management  Officer . 

|FR  Doc.76-25841  Piled  9-1-76:8:45  am] 

OCCUPATIONAL  SAFETY  AND 
HEALTH  REVIEW  COMMISSION 
ADMINISTRATIVE  (AW  CASES 

Delegation  of  Authority  to  Executive 
Secretary 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
§  551(a)  (1)  of  the  Freedom  of  Informa¬ 
tion  Act  (5  U.S.C.  551)  that  the-Commis- 
sion  has  adopted  a  Delegation  of  Author¬ 
ity  and  Direction  for  the  Executive 
Secretary  in  connection  with  his  han¬ 
dling  of  administrative  law  cases  at  the 
Commission.  The  Delegation,  a  copy  of 
which  is  attached  as  an  appendix  to  this 
notice,  is  effective  immediately.  Although 
the  Delegation  is  presently  in  effect,  the 
Commission  wishes  to  encourage  public 
participation  in  its  processes  and  there¬ 
fore  will  accept  comments  on  the  Delega¬ 
tion  from  all  interested  parties  up  to  and- 
including  October  4,  1976.  All  comments 
should  be  addressed  to:  OSHRC  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary,  1825  K  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20006.  All  comments 
will  be  reviewed  by  the  Commissioners, 
and  the  substance  of  the  Delegation  is 
subject  to  change  based  upon  the  com¬ 
ments  received.  All  comments  will  be 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of 
the  Executive  Secretary  at  the  above 
address  both  before  and  after  the  clos¬ 
ing  date. 

Dated:  August  30,  1976,  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

For  the  Commission. 

William  S.  McLaughlin, 
Executive  Secretary. 

Delegation  or  Authority  and  Direction 
for  The  Executive  Secretary 

The  Executive  Secretary  shall  act  for  the 
Members  of  the  Commission  on  the  following 
matters  in  those  cases  which  are  not  pending 
with  an  Administrative  Law  Judge : 

1.  Orant  motions  to  consolidate  where  there 
Is  no  opposition  and  the  motion  conforms  to 
Commission  Rule  9.  Also  consolidate  those 
cases  which  arise  out  of  the  same  citation  and 
where  one  case  Is  a  notice  of  contest  and 
another  case  Is  a  petition  for  modification  of 
abatement.  All  parties  shall  be  notified  of 
the  consolidation  and  shall  be  given  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  object  within  ten  days  after 
such  notice  and  to  state  reasons  therefor. 
If  a  timely  objection  Is  made,  the  matter 
shall  be  referred  for  disposition  to  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

2.  Orant  settlement  agreements  when 
properly  served  and  consented  to  or  unop¬ 
posed.  dismiss  Notices  of  Contest  where 
Respondent  falls  to  comply  with  filing  or 
service  requirements  of  the  Rules,  grant  mo¬ 
tions  to  withdraw  Notices  of  Contest,  grant 
motions  to  vacate  citations  and  proposed 
penalties,  grant  motions  for  extensions  of 
time  for  filing  pleadings  or  briefs  not  In  ex¬ 
cess  of  30  days,  If  such  motions  are  timely 
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filed  and  served  and  1 1  consented  to  or  un¬ 
opposed  to  and  If  In  the  opinion  of  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Secretary  the  granting  of  the  same 
would  not  prejudically  delay  the  work  of  the 
Commission.  Any  motion,  the  granting  of 
which  would  extend  the  time  for  filing  of 
pleadings  to  any  date  in  excess  of  30  days 
beyond  the  time  provided  for  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  Rules  of  Procedure,  shall  be  referred 
for  disposition  to  the  Chief  Administrative 
Law  Judge. 

3.  The  Executive  Secretary  may,  in 
his  discretion,  submit  any  motion  upon 
which  he  is  authorized  to  act  to  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  disposi¬ 
tion  except  for  motions  filed  in  cases 
pending  with  the  Commission  Members 
following  any  action  on  the  case  by  an 
Administrative  Law  Judge.  Motions  in 
such  cases  may  be  acted  upon  only  by  the 
Members  of  the  Commission. 

4.  Orders  by  the  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary  granting  motions  upon  which  he  is 
authorized  to  act  as  hereinbefore  pro¬ 
vided  shall  be  entered  on  the  docket  and 
all  parties  shall  be  promptly  notified 
thereof.  Any  interested  party  adversely 
affected  by  an  order  so  entered  shall  be 
entitled  to  reconsideration  thereof  if, 
within  ten  days  after  the  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary  mails  notice  of  the  entry  of  the 
•rder,  such  party  serves  and  files  a  mo¬ 
tion  for  reconsideration,  setting  forth 
the  grounds  therefor.  The  Executive 
Secretary  shall  submit  the  motion  for 
reconsideration  to  the  Chief  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge  for  disposition.  • 

5.  The  Chief  Administrative  Law 
Judge  is  empowered  to  subdelegate  to 
other  ALJs  his  duties  under  these  rules. 

Dated:  Aug.  26, 1976. 

Prank-  R.  Barnako, 
Chairman. 

Dated:  Aug.  26, 1976. 

Robert  D.  Moran, 

Commissioner 

Dated:  Aug.  26, 1976. 

Timothy  F.  Cleary, 
Commissioner . 

(FR  Doc.76-25793  Piled  9-1-76;  8:45  am] 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
Reports  on  New  Systems 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  list 
reports  on  new  systems  filed  with  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  to 
give  members  of  the  public  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  make  inquiries  about  them  and 
to  comment  on  them. 

The  Privacy  Act  of  1974  requires  that 
agencies  give  advance  notice  to  the  Con¬ 
gress  and  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  of  their  intent  to  establish  or 
modify  systems  of  records  subject  to  the 
Act  (5  U.S.C.  552a(o) ) .  During  the  period 
July  26  through  August  6,  1976  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  Management  and  Budget  received 
the  following  reports  on  new  (or  revised) 
systems  of  records. 


Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare 

System  Name:  Service  Officer  Demonstra¬ 
tion  Project. 

Report  date:  August  6, 1976. 

Agency  Point  of  contact:  Mrs.  Sarah  M. 
Juni,  Director,  Office  of  Intergovernmental 
Relations  and  Public  Concerns,  Office  of  Ex¬ 
ternal  Affairs,  Social  Security  Administra¬ 
tion,  6401  Security  Boulevard,  Baltimore, 
Maryland  21235. 

Department  of  Commerce 

System  Name:  Employee  Daily  Time  and 
Productivity  Records. 

Report  date:  August  11, 1976. 

'Agency  Point  of  Contact:  Mr.  Joseph  O. 
Smiroldo,  Director,  Office  of  Organization 
and  Management  Systems,  U.8.  Department 
of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 

Acting  Assistant  to  the 
Director  for  Administration. 

|  FR  Doc.76-25685  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Proposed  License  No.  06/06-0184] 

TSM  CORP. 

Application  for  a  License  as  a  Small 
Business  Investment  Company 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an  applica¬ 
tion  has  been  filed  with  the  Small  Busi¬ 
ness  Administration  (SBA)  pursuant  to 
8  107.102  of  the  Regulations  governing 
small  business  investment  companies  (13 
CFR  §  107.102  (1976)),  under  the  name 
of  TSM  Corp.,  1000  Hawkins  Boulevard, 
El  Paso,  Texas  79990,  for  a  license  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  small  business  investment 
company  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Small  Business  Investment  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Rules  and 
Regulations  promulgated  thereunder. 

The  proposed  officers,  directors,  and 
shareholders  are  as  follows: 

Tom  D.  Bllltngton,  President,  Director,  6840 
Pino  Real,  El  Paso.  Texas  79915. 

Harry  S.  Cook,  Vice  President,  General  Man¬ 
ager,  Director,  6953  Granero,  El  Paso, 
Texas  79915. 

Ken  F.  Ledbetter,  Vice  President,  Director, 
617  S.  Granite,  Demlng,  New  Mexico  88030. 
Alvin  D.  Roederer,  Treasurer,  Director,  4528 
Bobolink.  El  Paso,  Texas  79922. 

Fred  Davidoff,  Secretary,  Director,  4329  Buck¬ 
ingham  Drive,  El  Paso,  Texas  79906. 
Ralph  Wm.  Scoggins,  Director,  6820  Timber-' 
wolfe,  El  Paso,  Texas  79903. 

Thomas  Hum,  Director,  Central  Avenue, 
Bowie,  Arizona  85605. 

Jose  A.  Silva,  Director,  1428  Camino  Alto 
Road,  El  Paso,  Texas  79902. 

John  C.  Moyer,  Director.  4433  N  Stanton,  El 
Paso,  Texas  79902. 

Common 
Stock 
( Percent ) 


Trl -State  Wholesale  Associated 

Grocers,  Inc _  43 

Approximately  64  other  shareholders 

with  each  owning  less  than  10 -  57 


The  common  stock,  $1.00  par  value, 
represents  the  only  class  of  6tock. 

The  company  will  commence  opera¬ 
tions  with  a  capitalization  of  $450,000. 


It  is  anticipated  that  future  purchases 
of  common  stock  will  Increase  the  capi¬ 
talization  to  approximately  $1.0  million. 
This  capital  is  being  obtained  through 
the  offer  and  sale  of  common  stock  solely 
to  bona  fide  residents  of  the  State  of 
Texas.  These  residents  are  customers  of 
and/or  members  of  Tri-State  Whole¬ 
sale  Associated  Grocers,  Inc.,  a  coop¬ 
erative  of  retail  grocers,  located  at  1000 
Hawkins  Boulevard,  El  Paso,  Texas 
79990.  At  the  present  time,  the  coopera¬ 
tive  is  comprised  of  approximately  130 
members. 

TSM  Corp.  was  formed  primarily  to 
supply  financing  to  small  retail  grocers 
to  enable  them  to  make  improvements 
to  existing  facilities  or  to  construct  new 
facilities.  The  company  will,  however, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  8  107.101 
<b)  of  the  SBA  rules  and  regulations,  en¬ 
tertain  applications  from  any  potential 
borrower.  Also,  the  small  retail  grocer  is 
neither  required  to  be  a  member  of,  nor 
to  use  the  services  of  the  cooperative. 

A  major  portion  of  the  issued  and  out¬ 
standing  stock  of  TSM  Corp.,  will  be 
owned  by  the  cooperative  and  its  mem¬ 
bers.  As  such,  they  would  be  considered 
an  “affiliated  group”  beneficially  owning 
ten  percent  or  more  of  Che  common  stock 
of  TSM  Corn.  Therefore,  the  proposed 
financings  to  member  retail  grocers 
would  be  subject  to  the  conflict  of  in¬ 
terest  provisions  of  8  107.1004(b)(1)  of 
the  regulations. 

It  is  the  intent  of  SBA  to  grant  the 
Applicant  a  partial  exemntion  from  the 
restrictions  of  8  107.1004(b)(1)  of  the 
regulations  in  order  to  make  it  possible 
to  finance,  and  thus  help  advance  the 
best  interests  of,  thpse  small  retail 
gfocers.  The  partial  exemntion  would 
extend  only  to  the  financial  assistance 
provided  by  the  Applicant  to  the  small 
retail  grocers  who  are  members  of  the 
cooperative.  Any  financial  assistance  to 
other  Associates  of  the  Anplicant,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  8  107  3  of  the  regulations,  would 
not  be  exempt,  and  would  fall  within  the 
purview  of  8  107.1004  of  the  regulations. 

Further,  in  view  of  the  distinctive  na¬ 
ture  of  a  coonerative  of  retail  grocers 
operated  for  the  mutual  benefit  of  its 
members,  SBA  intends  to  grant  an  ex- 
emntion  to  8  107.1004(b)(5)  of  the  reg¬ 
ulations  to  permit  members  of  the  co¬ 
operative  to  use  un  to  100  percent  of  the 
proceeds  of  the  Applicant’s  financing  to 
purchase  property,  deluding  goods  and 
services,  from  the  cooperative. 

Matters  Involved  in  SBA’s  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  application-  include  (1)  the 
general  business  renutation  and  char¬ 
acter  of  management  and  shareholders, 
(2)  the  reasonable  prospects  for  success¬ 
ful  operation  of  the  new  company  under 
such  management  (including  adequate 
profitability  and  financial  soundness,  in 
accordance  with  the  Act  and  Regula¬ 
tions),  and  (3)  whether  the  proposed 
licensing  action  would  be  in  furtherance 
of  the  purposes  of  the  Act 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  person 
may,  not  later  than  September  17,  1976, 
submit  written  comments  on  the  pro- 
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posed  licensing  of  this  company.  Any 
6uch  comments  should  be  addressed  to: 
Associate  Administrator  for  Finance  and 
Investment,  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion,  1441  “L”  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D  C.  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  published 
by  the  Applicant  In  a  newspaper  of  gen¬ 
eral  circulation  In  El  Paso,  Texas. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  59.011,  Small  Business  Investment 
Companies.) 

Dated:  August  26,  1976. 

Gerald  L.  Feigen, 
Acting  Deputy  Associate 
Administrator  for  Investment. 
[FR  Doc.76-25655  Filed  9-1-76;  8: 45  am] 


[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  1269; 

Arndt.  No.  1] 

COLORADO 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

The  above  numbered  Declaration  (See 
41  FR  35590)  Is  amended  in  accordance 
with  the  President’s  declaration  of  Au¬ 
gust  2,  1976,  to  include  El  Paso,  Pueblo 
and  Weld  counties  and  adjacent  counties, 
within  the  State  of  Colorado,  and  to  ex¬ 
tend  the  filing  date  for  physical  damage 
until  the  close  of  business  on  October  18, 
1976,  and  for  economic  injury  until  the 
close  of  business  on  May  19,  1977. 

Dated:  August  26,  1976. 

Mitchell  P.  Kobelinski, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-25656  Filed  9-1-76; 8: 45  am] 


(Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  1271] 

NEW  JERSEY 
Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

As  a  result  of  the  President’s  declara¬ 
tion  I  find  that  Atlantic,  Cape  May,  Mon¬ 
mouth  and  Ocean  Counties,  and  adjacent 
counties  within  the  State  of  New  Jersey 
constitute  a  disaster  area  because  of 
damage  resulting  from  severe  storms, 
high  winds  and  flooding  associated  with 
Hurricane  Belle  beginning  about  Au¬ 
gust  9,  1976.  Eligible  persons,  firms  and 
organizations  may  file  applications  for 
loans  for  physical  damage  until  the  close 
of  business  on  October  21,  1976,  and  for 
economic  injury  until  the  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  on  May  23, 1977,  at: 

Small  Business  Administration,  District  Of¬ 
fice,  970  Broad  Street— Room  1635,  Newark, 
New  Jersey  07102. 

or  other  locally  announced  locations. 
Dated:  August  26,  1976. 

Mitchell  P.  Kobelinski, 
Administrator. 
[FR  Doc.76-25653  FUed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


[License  Nos.  02/02-0241  and  04/05-0010] 

PREFERRED  CAPITAL  FOR  SMALL  BUSI¬ 
NESS,  INC.  AND  GOLD  COAST  CAPITAL 
CORP. 

Proposed  Merger 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an  appli¬ 
cation  has  been  filed  with  the  Small 


Business  Administration  (SBA)  pursuant 
to  S  107.903  of  the  SBA  Regulations  gov¬ 
erning  small  business  investment  com¬ 
panies  (13  CFR  107.903  (1976) )  for  the 
merger  of  Preferred  Capital  for  Small 
Business,  Inc.  (Preferred)  16  Court 
Street,  Brooklyn,  New  York  11241  into 
Gold  Coast  Capital  Corporation  (Gold 
Coast)  3350  Biscayne  Boulevard)  Miami, 
Florida  33137. 

Preferred  was  incorporated  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  New  York  and  li¬ 
censed  by  SBA  on  October  24,  1964.  Its 
present  combined  paid-in  capital  and 
surplus  is  $306,455  and  it  has  total  assets 
of  $900,887  as  of  March  31,  1976. 

Gold  Coast  was  incorporated  under 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  Florida  and  li¬ 
censed  by  SBA  on  December  22,  1959. 
Its  present  combined  paid-in  capital  and 
surplus  is  $532,595  and  it  has  total  assets 
of  $1,388,026  as  of  March  31,  1976. 

The  application  provides  for  the  as¬ 
sumption  by  Gold  Coast  of  all  assets  and 
liabilities  of  Preferred  in  exchange  for 
common  stock  of  Gold  Coast. 

The  officers,  and  directors  and  stock¬ 
holders  of  the  surviving  corporation  will 
be:  • 

(In  per¬ 
cent) 


William  I.  Gold,  president _  25 

Samuel  J.  Burger,  vice-president _  25 

Bruce  Bayroff,  secretary _  25 

Bernard  Madovoy,  chairman  of  the 
board _ _  25 


Matters  Involved  in  SBA’s  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  application  are  the  proba¬ 
bility  of  a  successful  operation  of  the  sur¬ 
viving  company  Including  adequate  prof¬ 
itability  and  financial  soundness  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Act  and  Regulations. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  any  person 
may  not  later  than  September  17.  1976, 
submit  to  SBA  in  writing,  comments  on 
the  proposed  merger  of  the  two  com¬ 
panies.  Any  such  communication  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Deputy  Associate  Ad¬ 
ministrator  for  Investment,  1441  "L” 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  notice  shall  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  a  newspaper  of  general  circu¬ 
lation  in  Brooklyn,  New  York  and  Miami, 
Florida. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  59.011,  Small  Business  Invest¬ 
ment  Company.) 

Dated:  August  25,  1976. 

Gerald  L.  Feigen, 

Acting  Deputy  Associate 
r  Administrator  for  Investment. 

[FR  Doc.76-25654  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 

VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

CENTRAL  OFFICE  EDUCATION  AND 
TRAINING  REVIEW  PANEL 

Meeting 

The  Veterans  Administration  gives 
notice  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Central  Office  Education 
and  Training  Review  Panel,  authorized 
by  section  1790(b),  Title  38,  United 
States  Code,  will  be  held  in  Room  A53, 
Veterans  Administration  Central  Office, 
810  Vermont  Avenue,  NW,  Washington, 
DC  on  October  1,  1976,  at  10  a.m.  The 


meeting  will  be  held  for  the  purpose  of 
reviewing  the  decision  of  the  Director, 
Veterans  Administration  Center,  White 
River  Junction,  Vermont,  that  benefits  to 
all  eligible  persons  enrolled  in  Com¬ 
munity  College  of  Vermont,  P.O.  Box  81, 
Montpelier,  Vermont  05602  be  discon¬ 
tinued  effective  May  31, 1976. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public 
up  to  the  seating  capacity  of  the  confer¬ 
ence  room.  Because  of  the  limited  seating 
capacity,  it  will  be  necessary  for  those 
wishing  to  attend  to  contact  Mr.  Halsey 
A.  Dean,  Chief  Field  Operations,  Educa¬ 
tion  and  Rehabilitation  Service,  Veterans 
Administration  Central  Office  (phone  202 
389-2850)  prior  to  September  20, 1976. 

Dated :  August  27, 1976. 

R.  L.  Roudebush, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-25707  Filed  9-l-76;8:45  am] 


VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION  VOLUNTARY 

SERVICE  NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COM¬ 
MITTEE 

Meeting 

The  Veterans  Administration  gives  no¬ 
tice  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463  that  the 
30th  Anniversary  Meeting  of  the  Vet¬ 
erans  Administration  Voluntary  Service 
National  Advisory  Committee,  estab¬ 
lished  in  1946  and  composed  of  repre¬ 
sentatives  from  46  national  voluntary 
organizations,  will  be  held  at  the  Shore- 
ham- Americana  Hotel,  2500  Calvert 
Street.  NW.  Washington,  D.C.,  October 
20-22, 1976.  Registration  of  the  conferees 
and  preliminary  meetings  of  the  plan¬ 
ning  subcommittees  will  be  held  during 
the  afternoon  of  October  20,  1976.  The 
meeting  will  officially  convene  with  the 
Plenary  Session  at  9:30  a.m.,  October  21, 
1976,  in  the  Blue  Room  of  the  Hotel.  The 
purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to  construc¬ 
tively  plan  with  the  National  Commit¬ 
tee  on  the  further  promotion,  develop¬ 
ment  and  coordination  of  volunteer 
assistance,  channeled  through  national 
and  local  organizations,  in  the  care  and 
treatment  of  veteran  patients  in  the 
Agency’s  nationwide  medical  program. 

The  business  meeting  of  the  National 
Committee  is  open  to  the  general  public 
and  to  volunteers  who  serve  in  the  Vet¬ 
erans  Administration  Voluntary  Service 
program  in  any  of  the  Agency’s  health 
care  facilities. 

Dated:  August  27, 1976. 

R.  L.  Roudebtjsh, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-25708  Filed  9-1-76:8:45  am] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Vol.  No.  46] 

PETITIONS  FOR  MODIFICATION,  INTER¬ 
PRETATION  OR  REINSTATEMENT  OF 
OPERATING  RIGHTS  AUTHORITY 

The  following  petitions  seek  modifica¬ 
tion  or  interpretation  of  existing  operat¬ 
ing  rights  authority,  or  reinstatement  of 
terminated  operating  rights  authority. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  requested  author- 
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ity  must  be  filed  with  the  Commission  in 
or  before  October  4,  1976.  Such  protest 
shall  comply  with  Special  Rule  247(d)  of 
the  Commission’s  General  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  (49  CPR  1100.247)1  and  shall  include 
a  concise  statement  of  protestant’s  inter¬ 
est  in  the  proceeding  and  copies  of  its 
conflicting  authorities.  Verified  state¬ 
ments  in  opposition  should  not  be  ten¬ 
dered  at  this  time.  A  copy  of  the  protest 
shall  be  served  concurrently  upon  peti¬ 
tioner’s  representative,  or  petitioner  if 
no  representative  is  named. 

No.  MC  12977  (Notice  of  filing  of  peti¬ 
tion  for  modification  of  brokers  license), 
filed  August  10,  1976.  Petitioner:  HILL- 
SEN’S  HOLIDAY  TOURS,  1521  West 
Highland  Ave.,  Redlands,  Calif.  92373. 
Petitioner’s  representative:  Donald  Mur¬ 
chison,  9454  Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  400, 
Beverly  Hills,  Calif.  90212.  Petitioner 
holds  a  license  to  engage  in  operations 
as  a  broker  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  at  Redlands,  Calif  .,  and  points  in 
Alameda  and  Contra  Costa  Counties, 
Calif.,  in  No.  MC  12977,  issued  March  20. 
1974,  in  the  transportation  of  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  round  trip  tours,  (1) 
beginning  and  ending  at  points  in  San 
Bernardino,  Kern,'  and  Fresno  Counties, 
Calif.,  and  extending  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) ;  (2)  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Contra  Co6ta,  San  Mateo,  Santa 
Clara,  and  San  Diego  Counties,  Calif., 
and  extending  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  (3) 
beginning  and  ending  at  points  in  Los 
Angeles  and  Orange  Counties,  Calif.,  and 
extending  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  and  (4)  be- 
-  ginning  and  ending  at  points  in  San 
Bernardino  and  Riverside  Counties, 
Calif,,  and  extending  to  points  in  the 
United  States,  subject  to  the  right  of  the 
Commission  to  impose,  in  accordance 
-  with  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-29  (Sub-No.  2) , 
Operations  of  Brokers  of  Passenger 
Transportation,  such  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions,  if  any,  as  may  be  deemed  necessary 
to  insure  that  the  transportation  which 
petitioner  arranges  is  limited  to  bona  fide 
service  as  a  broker  of  transportation  by 
motor  vehicle  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  round-trip  tours.  By  the  .n- 
stant  petition,  petitioner  seeks:  (a)  to 
add  San  Diego  and  Santa  Barbara.  Calif, 
as  additional  points  at  which  it  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  engage  in  the  above  and 
additionally  requested  operations :  (b)  to 
originate  trips  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Santa  Barbara  and  Ventura 
Counties,  Calif,  and  extending  to  points 
in  the  United  States  including  Alaska  and 
Hawaii;  and  (c)  to  add  to  its  present  au¬ 
thority  in  (1)  through  (3)  above  the  au¬ 
thority  to  serve  points  in  Alaska  and 
Hawaii. 

No.  MC  83975  (Sub-No.  2)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  add  additional 
destination  points),  filed  August  10, 
1976.  Petitioner:  PAGLIUGHI  TRUCK- 


i  Copies  of  Special  Rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20428. 


ING  INC.,  1190  Hendee  Rd.,  Vineland, 
N.J.  08360.  Petitioner’s  representative: 
Robert  B.  Pepper,  168  Woodbridge  Ave., 
Highland  Park,  N.J.  08904.  Petitioner 
holds  a  motor  contract  carrier  Permit  in 
No.  MC  83975  (Sub-No.  2)  r-  issued 
July  16, 1974,  authorizing  transportation, 
as  pertinent,  over  irregular  routes,  of 
food  products,  requiring  refrigeration  in 
transit,  between  Vineland  and  points  in 
Upper  Deerfield  Township,  N.J.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  New  Haven, 
Conn.,  Wilmington,  Del.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  Boston,  Mass., 
Albany,  Bronx,  Brooklyn,  Buffalo,  Cana- 
joharie,  Elmira,  Jamaica,  Jamestown, 
Long  Island  City,  Manhattan,  Medina, 
New  Hyde  Park,  Olean,  Rochester,  White 
Plains,  and  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  Allentown, 
Altoona,  Ardmore,  Doylestown,  Erie, 
Harrisburg,  Johnstown,  Lancaster, 
Lansdowne,  Philadelphia,  Pittsburgh, 
Pottsville,  Reading,  Scranton,  and 
Waynesboro,  Pa.  By  the  instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the  above  au¬ 
thority  by  adding  Barker  and  Schenect¬ 
ady,  N.Y.  as  additional  radial  points. 

No.  MC  120898  (Sub-No.  1)  (Notice 
of  filing  of  petition  to  modify  territorial 
description) ,  filed  July  2,  1976.  Peti¬ 
tioner:  BORDEN  TRUCKING,  INC., 
Mira  Loma  Space  Center  Bldg  ,  Mira 
Loma,  Calif.  91752.  Petitioner  holds  a 
motor  common  carrier  certificate  in  No. 
MC-120898  (Sub-No.  1)  issued  Novem¬ 
ber  18,  1971,  authorizing  transportation 
over  irregular  routes,  of  General  com¬ 
modities,  between  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Los 
Angeles  Harbor,  Calif.,  restricted  to 
steamship  traffic  only,  and  further  re¬ 
stricted  against  transportation  of  trailer 
coaches  and  campers,  including  integral 
parts  and  contents  when  the  contents 
are  within  the  trailer  coach  or  camper. 
By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
to  modify  the  territorial  description,  by 
adding  to  the  Los  Angeles,  Calif,  point, 
the  area  embraced  by  the  following 
boundary:  Beginning  at  the  point  where 
the  Ventura  County-Los  Angeles  County 
Boundary  Line  intersects  the  Pacific 
Ocean;  thence  northeasterly  along  said 
county  line  to  the  point  it  intersects 
State  Highway  118,  approximately  two 
miles  west  of  Chatsworth;  easterly  along 
State  Highway  118  to  Sepulveda 
Boulevard;  northerly  along  Sepulveda 
Boulevard  to  Chatsworth  Drive;  north¬ 
easterly  along  Chatsworth  Drive  to  the 
corporate  boundary  of  the  City  of  San 
Fernando;  westerly  and  northerly  along 
said  corporate  boundary  of  the  City  of 
San  Fernando  to  Maclay  Avenue;  north¬ 
easterly  along  Maclay  and  its  prolonga¬ 
tion  to  the  Los  Angeles  National  Forest 
Boundary;  southeasterly  _  and  easterly 
along  the  Angeles  National  Forest  and 
San  Bernardino  National  Forest  Bound¬ 
ary  to  Mill  Creek  Road  (State  Highway 
38) ;  westerly  along  Mill  Creek  Road  to 
Bryant  Street;  southerly  along  Bryant 
Street  to  and  including  the  unincor¬ 
porated  community  of  Yucaipa. 

Westerly  along  Yucaipa  Boulevard  to 
Interstate  Highway  10;  northwesterly 


along  Interstate  Highway  10  to  Redlands 
Boulevard;  northwesterly  along  Red¬ 
lands  Boulevard  to  Barton  Road;  west¬ 
erly  along  Barton  Road  to  La  Cadena 
Drive;  southerly  along  La  Cadena  Drive 
to  Iowa  Avenue;  southerly  along  Iowa 
Avenue  to  State  Highway  60 ;  southeast¬ 
erly  along  State  Highway  60  and  U.S. 
Highway  395  to  Nuevo  Road;  easterly 
along  Nuevo  Road  via  Nuevo  and  Lake- 
view  to  State  Highway  79;  southerly 
along  State  Highway  79  to  State  High¬ 
way  74;  thence  westerly  to  the  corporate 
boundary  of  the  City  of  Hamet;  south¬ 
erly,  westerly  and  northerly  along  said 
corporate  boundary  to  The  Atchison, 
Topeka  Si  Santa  Fe  right-of-way;  south¬ 
erly  along  said  right-of-way  to  Wash¬ 
ington  Road;  southerly  along  Washing¬ 
ton  Road  through  and  including  the  un¬ 
incorporated  community  of  Winchester 
to  Benton  Road;  westerly  along  Benton 
Road  to  Winchester  Road  (State  High¬ 
way  79)  to  Jefferson  Avenue,  southerly 
along  Jefferson  Avenue  to  U.S.  Highway 
395;  southerly  along  U.S.  Highway  395 
to  the  Riverside  County-San  Diego 
County  Boundary  Line;  westerly  along 
said  boundary  line  to  the  Orange 
County-San  Diego  County  Boundary 
Line;  southerly  along  said  boundary  line 
to  the  Pacific  Ocean;  northwesterly 
along  the  shoreline  of  the  Pacific  Ocean 
to  point  of  beginning,  including  the  point 
of  March  Air  Force  Base.  In  all  other 
respects,  the  existing  authority  will  re¬ 
main  as  originally  granted. 

No.  MC  136786  (Sub-No.  53)  (Notice 
of  filing  of  petition  to  broaden  commo¬ 
dity  description  and  change  supporting 
shippers)  filed  August  9,  1976.  Peti¬ 
tioner:  ROBCO  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  309  5th  Ave.  N.W.,  P.O.  Box  12729, 
New  Brighton,  Minn.  55112.  Petitioner's 
representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr. 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Petitioner 
holds  a  motor  common  carrier  Certifi¬ 
cate  in  No.  MC  136786  (Sub-No.  53),  is¬ 
sued  January  27,  1976,  authorizing 

transportation  over  irregular  routes,  of 
frozen  pizza,  from  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  New 
Mexico,  North  Carolina,  Oklahoma, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee  and  Texas,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  ship¬ 
ments  originating  at  the  facilities  of 
Totino’s  Finer  Foods.  Inc.  located  at 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  and  destined  to 
points  in  the  named  destination  states. 
By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
(1)  to  broaden  its  commodity  description 
to  read  “Frozen  foods”  in  lieu  of 
“Frozen  pizza”;  and  (2)  to  modify  the 
restriction  so  as  to  properly  reflect  the 
name  of  the  current  shipper  "The  Pills- 
bury  Company”  in  lieu  of  Totino’s  Finer 
Foods,  Inc. 

Motor  Carrier,  Broker,  Water  Carrier 

and  Freight  Forwarder  Operating 

Rights  Applications 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  247  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  S  1100.247).  These  rules  provide, 
among  other  things,  that  a  protest  to  the 
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granting  of  an  application  must  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  within  30  days  after 
the  date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  is  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Failure  to  reasonably  to  file  a  protest  will 
be  construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition 
and  participation  in  the  proceeding.  A 
protest  under  these  rules  should  comply 
with  section  247(d)(3)  of  the  rules  of 
practice  which  requires  that  it  set  forth 
specifically  the  grounds  upon  which  it  is 
made,  contain  a  detailed  statement  of 
Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding 
(including  a  copy  of  the  specific  portions 
of  its  authority  which  protestant  believes 
to  be  in  conflict  with  that  sought  in  the 
application,  and  describing  in  detail  the 
method — whether  by  joinder,  interline, 
or  other  means — by  which  protestant 
would  use  such  authority  to  provide  all 
or  part  of  the  service  proposed) ,  and  shall 
specify  with  particularity  the  facts,  mat¬ 
ters,  and  things  relied  upon,  but  shall  not 
include  issues  or  allegations  phrased  gen¬ 
erally.  Protests  not  in  reasonable  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  requirements  of  the  rules 
may  be  rejected.  The  original  and  one 
copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative,  or  applicant  if  no  representative  is 
named.  If  the  protest  includes  a  request 
for  oral  hearing,  such  requests  shall  meet 
the  requirements  of  section  247(d)(4) 
of  the  special  rules,  and  shall  include 
the  certification  required  therein. 

Section  247(f)  further  provides,  In 
part,  that  an  applicant  who  does  not  in¬ 
tend  timely  to  prosecute  its  application 
shall  promptly  request  dismissal  there¬ 
of,  and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an  ap¬ 
plication  under  procedures  ordered  by 
the  Commission  will  result  in  dismissal 
of  the  application. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  order  which  will  be  served 
on  each  party  of  record.  Broadening 
amendments  will  not  be  accepted  after 
the  date  of  this  publication  except  for 
good  cause  shown,  and  restrictive  amend¬ 
ments  will  not  be  entertained  following 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register  of  a 
notice  that  the  proceeding  has  been  as¬ 
signed  for  oral  hearing. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be 
no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  151  (Sub-No.  59)  filed  July  26, 
1976.  Applicant:  LOVELACE  TRUCK 
SERVICE,  INC.,  2225  Wabash  Ave., 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.  47807.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Alki  E.  Scopelitis,  815  Mer¬ 
chants  Bank  Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment) :  Serving  the  plant- 
site  of  Hoosier  Energy  Division  of  In¬ 
diana  Statewide  Rural  Electric  Coopera¬ 
tive,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Merom,  Ind., 
as  an  off-route  point  in  connection  with 


carrier’s  existing  authorized  routes  of 
operation. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  5470  (Sub-No.  109)  filed  July 
29,  1976.  Applicant:  TAJON,  INC.,  R£>. 
5,  Mercer,  Pa.  16137.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Don  Cross,  700  World  Center 
Bldg.,  918  16th  St.,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Activated  carbon,  in  bulk,  in  dump 
vehicles,  from  Catlettsburg.  Ky.;  Neville 
Island,  Pa.:  and  Bayport,  Tex.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note. — If  a  hearing  13  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  or  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  5470  (Sub-No.  110)  filed  July 
29,  1976.  Applicant:  TAJON,  INC.,  R.D. 
5,  Mercer,  Pa.  16137.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Don  Cross,  700  World  Center 
Bldg.,  918  16th  St.,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Pig  iron,  in  dump  vehicles,  from  Ash¬ 
tabula,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Kentucky,  and  Michigan. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
O.C.,  or  Chicago,  IU. 

No.  MC  29079  (Sub-No.  89)  filed  July 
23,  1976.  Applicant:  BRADA  MILLER 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM.  INC.,  1210  South 
Union,  P.O.  Box  935,  Kokomo,  Ind.  46901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Richard  H. 
Streeter,  704  Southern  Building,  15th  & 
H  Streets,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20005. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fertilizers,  (except 
liquid  fertilizers  in  tank  vehicles),  herbi¬ 
cides  and  pesticides,  from  the  plantsite 
of  Knox  Fertilizer  Co.,  located  at  or  near 
Knox,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan  (Lower  Peninsula) .  Mis¬ 
souri,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
West  Virginia  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  571)  filed  July 
28, 1976.  Applicant:  KROBLIN  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  2125  Commer¬ 
cial  St.,  Waterloo,  Iowa  50702.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  P.  Rhodes 
(Same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by  products  and  articles  distributed 
by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 
Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  Holton,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Nebraska. 


New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wiscon¬ 
sin  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  restrict¬ 
ed  to  the  plantsite  and  facilities  of 
Tama  Meat  Packing  Corp.  located  at 
Holton,  Kans. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  did  not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  42487  (Sub-No.  852) ,  filed  July 
23,  1976.  Applicant:  CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS  CORPORATION  OF 
DELAWARE,  175  Linfleld  Drive,  Menlo 
Park,  Calif.  94025.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  E.  T.  Liipfert,  Suite  1100,  1660  L 
Street.  N.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20036. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  (1)  Be¬ 
tween  Columbus,  Ohio  and  Marion,  Ohio, 
as  an  alternate  route  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  presently  authorized  regular- 
route  operations,  serving  no  intermediate 
points:  From  Columbus  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  23  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  423,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Waldo,  Ohio,  and  thence 
over  Ohio  Highway  423  to  Marion,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (2)  Between 
Marion.  Ohio  and  Findlay,  Ohio,  as  an 
alternate  route  in  connection  with  car¬ 
rier’s  presently  authorized  regular-route 
operations,  serving  no  intermediate 
points:  From  Marion  over  Ohio  High¬ 
way  423  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  23, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  23  to  Junction 
Ohio  Highway  15,  thence  over  Ohio  High¬ 
way  15  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  68,  and 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  68  to  Findlav, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  and  (3) 
Between  Columbus,  Ohio  and  Findlay, 
Ohio,  as  an  alternate  route  in  connection 
with  carrier’s  presently  authorized  regu¬ 
lar-route  operations,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  From  Columbus  over 
U.S.  Highway  23  to  junction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  15,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway  15  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  68.  and  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  68  to  Findlay,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  50069  (Sub-No.  517),  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  REFINERS 
TRANSPORT  &  TERMINAL  CORPO¬ 
RATION,  445  Earlwood  Avenue,  Oregon, 
Ohio  43616.  Applicant’s  representative: 
J.  A.  Kundtz,  1100  National  City  Bank 
Building,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44114.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Inedible  animal  oil, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Dubuque. 
Iowa,  to  Columbus,  Ohio. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  52729  (Sub-No.  22),  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  FIOROT 
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TRUCKING.  INC.,  W.  Maine  Street,  P.O. 
Box  43,  Pen  Argyl,  Pa.  18072.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Morris  Mindlin,  1509 
Easton  Avenue,  Bethlehem,  Pa.  18017. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Asbes¬ 
tos  cement  roofing  shingles,  asbestos 
cement  siding,  asbestos  cement  sheets, 
asbestos  cement  pressure  pipes,  asphalt 
shingles,  and  vinyl  shingles,  vinyl  siding, 
and  vinyl  panels,  and  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  Installation  of  such  as¬ 
bestos  asphalt,  and  vinyl  commodities, 
when  moving  therewith,  from  the  plant- 
site  and  warehouse  facilities  of  the 
Supradur  Manufacturing  Corporation 
located  at  Wind  Gap,  Pa.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Loui¬ 
siana,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma, 
South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin;  (2)  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  used  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  and  manufacture  of  asbestos  ce¬ 
ment  roofing  shingles,  asbestos  cement 
siding,  asbestos  cement  sheets,  asbestos 
cement  pressure  pipes,  asphalt  shingles, 
asbestos  and  asphalt  materials,  and  vinyl 
shingles,  vinyl  siding,  and  vinyl  panels, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
points  In  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Minnesota,  Mississippi, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  Okla¬ 
homa,  South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin,  to 
Wind  Gap,  Pa.  (3)  materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  Installation  of  asbestos 
cement  roofing  shingles,  asbestos  cement 
siding,  asbestos  cement  sheets,  asbestos 
cement  pressure  pipes,  and  asphalt 
shingles,  and  vinyl  shingles,  vinyl  siding, 
and  vinyl  panels  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  points  in  Alabama,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas.  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  and 
Wisconsin,  to  Wind  Gap,  Pa. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  he  held  at  either 
Easton.  Allentown  or  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  55886  (Sub-No.  19),  filed 
July  19,  1976.  Applicant:  BLUE  LINE 
TRANSFER  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  4,  3rd  & 
Broomall  Streets,  Chester,  Pa.  19013.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Maxwell  A. 
Howell,  1100  Investment  Building,  1511 
K  St.,  NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Paper  and  paper 
products,  and  materials  and  supplies, 
used  in  the  manufacture  thereof,  between 
points  in  Kent  County,  Del.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Mary¬ 
land;  points  in  Fairfax,  Fauquier,  Lou¬ 
doun  and  Prince  William  Counties,  Va.; 
and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  59117  (Sub-No.  51),  filed 
July  30,  1976.  Applicant:  ELLIOTT 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  101  East  Excelsior, 
P.O.  Box  1,  Vlnita,  Okla.  74301.  Appli¬ 


cants’  representative:  Dean  Williamson. 
280  National  Foundation  Life  Bldg.,  3535 
N.W.  58th  Street,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73112.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Minerals 
and  mineral  mixtures,  feed  and  fertilizer 
materials  and  compounds  and  ingre¬ 
dients  thereof,  in  bulk,  from  Galena, 
Kans.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Colorado, 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Louisiana,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  Okla¬ 
homa,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas 
and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo. 

No.  MC59150  (Sub-No.  96),  filed 
July  29, 1976.  Applicant:  PLOOF  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  1414  Llndrose  Street, 
Jacksonville,  Fla.  32206.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Martin  Sack,  Jr.,  1754  Gulf 
Life  Tower,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32207.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Paper,  scrap  or 
waste,  from  points  in  Florida,  Georgia, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee  and 
Virginia,  to  Anniston,  Ala. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  U  be  held  at  Jacksonville, 
Fla. 

No.  MC  65697  (Sub-No.  51),  filed  July 
6,  1976.  Applicant:  THEATRES  SERV¬ 
ICE  COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
1695,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Archie  B.  Culbreth,  1252 
West  Peachtree  St.  N.W.,  Suite  246,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  30309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Printed  matter,  bags,  boxes, 
loose  leaf  binders  or  covers,  cartons,  cups 
and  wrapping  and  packaging  materials, 
with  printing  thereon,  between  points  in 
Alabama,  Georgia  (except  Savannah, 
Waycross  and  Valdosta  and  points  within 
their  respective  commercial  zones). 
South  Carolina,  and  that  part  of  Ten¬ 
nessee  east  of  U.S.  Highway  31  and  U.S. 
Highway  31E;  and  (2)  televisions,  wood 
and  metal  stands,  speakers  and  parts  and 
accessories  therefor,  between  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other 
points  in  Alabama,  Georgia  and  Tennes¬ 
see,  as  defined  in  applicant’s  presently 
authorized  regular  route  operations  in 
Sub-Nos.  1  through  10,  including  off- 
route  points. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  similar  authority 
In  Its  Sub-No.  50  to  that  sought  In  ( 1 )  above, 
and  In  Its  Sub-Nos.  1  through  10  to  that 
sought  In  (2)  above.  Applicant  has  concur¬ 
rently  Hied  a  “Motion  to  Dismiss"  on  tbs 
grounds  that  It  already  holds  the  requested 
authority.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

No.  MC  71642  (Sub-No.  20)  filed  July 
13,  1976.  Applicant:  CONTRACTUAL 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  Harmony  Industrial 
Park,  Newark,  Del.  19711.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Samuel  W.  Eamshaw, 
833  Washington  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005.  Authority  sought  to  operate 


as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Paper  and  paper  products ,  (a)  between 
Newark  and  Wilmington,  Del.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other.  New  York,  Endi- 
cott  and  Johnson  City,  N.Y..  points  in 
New  Jersey,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Pennsylvania  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Maryland-Pennsylvania  State  Line 
and  extending  along  UB.  Highway  11 
(formerly  shown  as  U.S.  Highway  111), 
to  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  11  to  the  Pennsylvania-New 
York  State  Line,  including  points  on  the 
Indicated  portions  of  the  specified  high¬ 
ways;  and  (b)  between  Newark  and 
Wilmington,  Del.,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  Fairfield  County,  Conn.,  the 
Commercial  Zone  of  Elkhart,  and  Lafay¬ 
ette,  ind..  Hunt  Valley.  Md.,  and  that 
part  of  Massachusetts  with  points  on  and 
east  of  UJS.  Highway  128,  and  then  south 
on  UJS.  Highway  3  to  the  Norfolk  County 
Line,  and  then  to  the  Coast,  the  Commer¬ 
cial  Zones  of  Rocky  Mount  and  Winston- 
Salem,  N.C.,  the  Commercial  Zone  of 
Shiremanstown,  Pa.,  Shelby  County, 
Tenn.,  and  the  Commercial  Zone  of  Rich¬ 
mond,  Va.,  including  the  base  municipal¬ 
ity  of  each  Commercial  Zone  named;  and 
(2)  materials  and  supplies  used  In  the 
manufacture  of  paper  and  paper  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  Covington  and  Richmond,  Va., 
to  Newark,  Del.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts,  in  (1)  and  (2)  above 
with  Westvaco  Corporation. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  73165  (Sub-No.  389)  filed 
July  23,  1976.  Applicant:  EAGLE  MO¬ 
TOR  LINES,  INC..  830  N.  33rd  St.,  P.O. 
Box  11086,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative :  William  P.  Par¬ 
ker  (Same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Steel  shot,  from  the 
plantslte  and  facilities  of  Wheelabarator- 
Frye,  Inc.  located  at  or  near  Mishawaka, 
Ind.  and  Bedford,  Va.,  to  points  In  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Birmingham,  Ala.  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  73165  (Sub-No.  390)  filed 
July  27,  1976.  Applicant:  EAGLE  MO¬ 
TOR  LINES,  INC.,  830  N.  33rd  St.,  P.O. 
Box  11086,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35202.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  William  P. 
Parker  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (a)  Valves,  hy¬ 
drants,  parts,  attachments  and  acces¬ 
sories;  and  (b)  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  thereof 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  between 
Jeflerson  County,  Tex.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  In  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Birmingham,  Ala.  or  Houston,  Tex 
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No.  MC  74321  (Sub-No.  122)  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  B.  P.  WALKER, 
INC.,  1555  Tremont  Place,  P.O.  Box  17-B, 
Denver,  Colo.  80217.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Richard  P.  Kissinger,  Cherry 
Creek  Center  Suite  140,  360  South  Mon¬ 
roe,  Denver,  Colo.  80209.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Cooling  towers  and 
fluid  coolers,  and  parts  and  accessories 
therefor;  and  (2)  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
sale  and  distribution  of  cooling  towers 
and  fluid  coolers  (except  in  bulk),  be¬ 
tween  Houston,  Tex.;  Stockbridge,  Ga. 
and  Tulsa,  Okla.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Not*. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Denver, 
Colo,  or  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  78787  (Sub-No.  51)  filed  July 
13,  1976.  Applicant:  PACIFIC  MOTOR 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
9  Main  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif. 
94105.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
MacDonald  Smith,  One  Market  St., 
Rm.  813,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94105. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  New 
automobiles,  in  initial  movements,  in 
truckaway  and  driveway  service,  from 
General  Motors  assembly  plants,  at 
Fremont,  Los  Angeles,  and  South  Gate, 
Calif.,  to  points  in  Arizona;  points  in 
Nevada  (except  Austin,  Battle  Moun¬ 
tain,  Carlin,  Carson  City,  Elko,  Fallon, 
Hawthorne,  Lovelock,  Mina,  Minden, 
Montello,  Reno,  Tonapah,  Wells.  Win- 
nemucca,  and  Yerington;  and  points  in 
Coos,  Curry,  Douglas,  Jackson,  Jose¬ 
phine.  Lane  and  Klamath  Counties, 
Oreg.;  and  (2)  new  automobiles,  in  sec¬ 
ondary  movements,  in  truckaway  serv¬ 
ice,  from  railhead  ramps  at  Phoenix, 
Ariz.,  to  points  in  California,  under 
contract  with  General  Motors  Corpora¬ 
tion. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  MC  78786  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
Common  control  may  also  be  Involved.  If 
a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  82841  (Sub-No.  174)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  filed  May  28,  1976,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  July  8, 
1976,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  HUNT  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION,  INC.,  10770  T  Street,  Omaha, 
Nebr.  68127.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Donald  L.  Stem,  530  Univac  Building, 
7100  West  Center  Road,  Omaha,  Nebr. 
68106.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in.  or  used 
by.  agricultural  equipment,  industrial 
equipment,  and  lawn  and  leisure  prod¬ 
ucts  dealers  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  from  the  facilities  of  Deere  and 
Company  located  in  Douglas  County, 
Nebraska  to  those  points  in  Iowa  lo¬ 


cated  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  No. 
69,  Nebraska  and  those  points  in  South 
Dakota  located  on  or  south  of  State 
Highway  No.  34,  restricted  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  facilities  of  Deere  &  Company 
and  destined  to  the  destination  point 
named;  and  (2)  return  shipments  of 
the  commodities  described  above,  from 
the  destination  points  named  above  to 
the  facilities  of  Deere  &  Company  lo¬ 
cated  at  the  origin  points  named  above, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traf¬ 
fic  destined  to  the  named  facilities  of 
Deere  &  Company. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication  Is 
to  Indicate  the  destination  territory,  which 
was  published  In  error.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests 
It  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  83835  (Sub-No.  134)  filed  July 
27,  1976.  Applicant:  WALES  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  6186,  Dal¬ 
las,  Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  James  W.  Hightower,  136  Wyn- 
newood  Professional  Bldg.,  Dallas,  Tex. 
75224.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Rail 
track,  attachments  and  accessories  for 
rail  track;  and  (2)  equipment  used  in 
connection  with  the  removal  and  instal¬ 
lation  of  rail  track,  between  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  restricted  to  shipments  origi¬ 
nating  at  or  destined  to  the  plantsites, 
facilities,  or  jobsites  of  L.  B.  Foster 

Company. 

* 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Dallas  or  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  96881  (Sub-No.  17)  filed  July 
29,  1976.  Applicant:  FINE  TRUCK 

LINE,  INC.,  801  West  Dodson  Avenue. 
Fort  Smith,  Ark.  72901.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Don  A.  Smith,  P.O.  Box 
43,  Fort  Smith,  Ark.  72901.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Fencing,  fencing  ma¬ 
terials,  wire  and  wire  products,  from 
Van  Buren,  Ark.,  to  Reno,  Nev.,  and 
points  in  Alabama.  Georgia.  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee  and 
Texas;  and  (2)  steel  wire  carriers,  from 
Reno,  Nev.,  to  Van  Buren,  Ark. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  103926  (Sub-No.  49)  „  filed 
July  14,  1976.  Applicant:  W.  T.  MAY- 
FIELD  SONS  TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O. 
Box  947,  Mabelton,  Ga.  30059.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  K.  Edward  Wol¬ 
cott,  P.O.  Box  872,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30301. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Com¬ 
modities,  which  by  reason  of  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment  or  handling;  (2)  commodities, 
which  by  reason  of  size  or  weight  do 
not  require  the  use  of  special  equipment, 
when  transported  as  part  of  the  same 


shipment  with  commodities  which  by 
reason  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment  or  handling;  and 
(3)  self-propelled  articles,  each  weigh¬ 
ing  15,000  pounds  or  more,  and  related 
machinery,  tools,  parts  and  attachments 
moving  in  connection  therewith,  from 
Savannah,  Ga.,  and  points  within  50 
miles  thereof,  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Hatfield, 
Pa.,  and  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland,  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina.  Ohio,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  it  Intends 
to  tack  the  requested  authority  above  with 
Its  existing  Irregular  route  authority  at 
Savannah,  Ga.,  and  points  In  Georgia 
within  60  miles  thereof,  to  transport  con¬ 
tractors’  machinery  and  equipment,  from 
points  In  Alabama,  Florida,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina  and  Tennessee,  to  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  Hatfield,  Pa.,  and  points  In  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland,  Mississippi, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  South  Carolina,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests 
It  be  held  at  either  Savannah  or  Augusta, 
Ga.  or  Charleston,  S.C. 

No.  MC  105566  (Sub-No.  125)  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  SAM  TANKS- 
LEY  TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1119, 
Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  F.  Kilroy,  P.O. 
Box  2069,  Springfield,  Va.  22152.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Drinking  foun¬ 
tains,  water  coolers,  humidifiers,  and/or 
dehumidifiers,  and  accessories  and  parts 
thereof,  from  Columbus,  Ohio  to  points 
in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon, 
Texas,  Utah,  Washington  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  105566  (Sub-No.  126)  filed 
July  26.  1976.  Applicant:  SAM  TANKS - 
LEY  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1119, 
Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.  63701.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  F.  Kilroy,  P.O. 
Box  2069,  Springfield,  Va.  22152.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Drugs,  medicines 
and  toilet  preparations,  from  Bristol, 
Tenn.,  to  Elmhurst,  Ill.,  Dallas,  Tex.,  and 
Sacramento  and  San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  106603  (Sub-No.  149)  filed  July 
27,  1976.  Applicant:  DIRECT  TRANSIT 
LINES.  INC.,  200  Colrain  St.,  SW..  P.O. 
Box  8008,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  49508. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Martin  J. 
Leavitt,  22375  Haggerty  Rd.,  P.O.  Box 
400,  Northville,  Mich.  48167.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Composition  board,  fl- 
breboard,  plytoood,  particle  board,  hard- 
board,  insulation  board,  and  accessories 
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and  materials  used  in  the  Installation 
and  sale  thereof,  from  Adrian,  Constan¬ 
tine  and  Palmyra,  Mich.,  to  points  in  and 
east  of  Kansas,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota, 
Oklahoma,  South  Dakota  and  Texas; 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  sale  of  the  com¬ 
modities  set  forth  in  (1)  above,  from 
points  in  and  east  of  Kansas,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota 
and  Texas,  to  Adrian,  Constantine  and 
Palmyra,  Mich. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  No.  MC  46240,  therefore  dual 
operations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  either  Chicago,  Ill.  or  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  107541  (Sub-No.  42)  filed  July 
27,  1976.  Applicant:  WASHINGTON  - 
OREGON  LUMBER  FREIGHTERS, 
INC.,  2000  East  Columbia  Way,  Bldg.  54, 
P.O.  Box  1371,  Vancouver,  Wash.  98661. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Dwight  Wil¬ 
lard,  125  University  Avenue,  Berkeley, 
Calif.  94710.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Feed 
and  feed  ingredients,  from  the  facilities 
•f  Albers  Milling  Company,  located  at  or 
near  Fort  Lupton,  Colo.,  to  points  in 
Arizona,  California,  Idaho,  Nevada,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Utah  and  Washington. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  108393  (Sub-No.  105),  filed 
July  29,  1976.  Applicant:  SIGNAL  DE¬ 
LIVERY  SERVICE.  INC.,  201  East  Ogden 
Avenue,  Hinsdale,  m.  60521.  Applicant’s 
representative:  J.  A.  Kundtz,  National 
City  Bank  Building,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
44114.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Parts  of 
electrical  and  gas  appliances  and  equip¬ 
ment,  materials  and  supplies,  used  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution  and  repair  of 
electrical  and  gas  appliances,  between 
Richmond,  Ind.,  and  Lowell,  Mich.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Clyde, 
Ohio,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Whirlpool  Corporation. 

Note. — Common  control  and  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved.  If  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held 
at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  109365  (Sub-No.  40),  filed 
July  28,  1976.  Applicant:  RONALD  A. 
PATTERSON,  doing  business  as  AN¬ 
THONY  &  PATTERSON  TRUCK  LINE, 
P.O.  Box  15,  Ashdown,  Ark.  71822.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Clayte  Binion, 
1108  Continental  Life  Building,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.  76102.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Paper  and  paper  products  (except 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  points  in 
Washington  and  West  Feliciana  Par¬ 
ishes,  La.,  to  points  in  the  United  States, 
including  Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  Orleans  or  Baton  Rouge,  La. 


No.  MC  109533  (Sub-No.  78),  filed 
July  28,  1976.  Applicant:  OVERNITE 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  1100 
Commerce  Road,  Richmond,  Va.  23224. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Eugene  T. 
Liipfert,  Suite  1100,  1660  L  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  (1)  Between  Covington,  Va.,  and 
Louisville,  Ky„  serving  all  intermediate 
points  and  serving  Georgetown,  Ky.,  as 
an  off-route  point:  From  Covington  over 
U.S.  Highway  60  to  Louisville,  Ky.,  and 
return  over  same  route;  (2)  Between 
Lexington,  Ky.,  and  Harrodsburg,  Ky., 
serving  no  intermediate  points  and  serv¬ 
ing  Lexington,  Ky.,  for  purposes  of 
joinder  only:  From  Lexington  over  U.S. 
Highway  60  to  junction  Blue  Grass  Park¬ 
way;  thence  over  Blue  Grass  Parkway  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  127;  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  127  to  Harrodsburg  and 
return  over  same  route;  and  (3)  Between 
Lexington,  Ky.,  and  Mt.  Vernon,  Ky., 
serving  no  intermediate  points  and  serv¬ 
ing  Mt.  Vernon,  Ky..  as  point  of  joinder 
only:  From  Lexington  over  U.8.  Highway 
25  to  Mt.  Vernon  and  return  over  same 
route. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Lexing¬ 
ton,  Ky.  or  Charleston,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  109689  (Sub-No.  300),  filed 
July  29,  1976.  Applicant:  W.  S.  HATCH 
CO.,  643  South  800  West,  Woods  Cross, 
Utah  84087.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Mark  K.  Boyle,  345  South  State  Street, 
Salt  Lake  Cty,  Utah  84111.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Soda  ash,  from  points  In 
Sweetwater  County,  Wyo.,  to  points  In 
Texas. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  110420  (Sub-No.  759),  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  QUALITY 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  1-94  &  County  Truck 
C,  Bristol,  Wis.  53158.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Joseph  K.  Reber,  P.O.  Box  186, 
Pleasant  Prairie,  Wis.  53158.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Chocolate,  chocolate  and 
cocoa  products,  and  confectionary  coat¬ 
ings,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Dun¬ 
kirk,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Michigan,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee 
and  Texas. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Chicago, 
HI.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  112304  (Sub-No.  108),  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  ACE  DORAN 


HAULING  b  RIGGING  CO.,  1601  Blue 
Rock  Street,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45223.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  D.  Herbert 
(Same  address  as  applicant).  Authority, 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Aluminum,  aluminum 

products,  and  supplies,  materials  and 
equipment,  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
aluminum  and  aluminum  products  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk),  between  the  plantsites  of 
Alumax,  Inc.,  located  at  Decatur,  Ala.; 
Casa  Grande,  Arlz.;  Long  Beach.  River¬ 
side,  Visalia,  Perrs  Valley  and  Woodland, 
Calif.;  Loveland,  Colo.;  Ocala  and  Plant 
City,  Fla.;  Peachtree  City  and  Jonesboro, 
Ga.;  Twin  Falls,  Idaho;  Chicago  and 
Morris,  Ill.;  Lebanon,  Bristol  and  Frank¬ 
lin,  Ind.;  McPherson,  Kans.;  Frederick, 
Md.;  Montevideo,  Minn.;  St.  Louis,  Mo.; 
Hernando,  Miss.;  Reidsville,  N.C.;  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio;  Tulsa  and  Checotah,  Okla.; 
Stayton,  Oreg.;  Bloomsburg,  Pa.;  Mans¬ 
field,  Tex.;  Harrisonburg,  Va.;  Spokane 
and  Ferndale,  Wash.;  and  Marshfield, 
Wis.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Chicago, 
Ill.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  112750  (Sub-No.  330),  filed 
July  27,  1976.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
COURIER  CORP.,  3333  New  Hyde  Park 
Road,  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y.  11040.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  M.  Delany 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Commercial  papers,  docu¬ 
ments  and  written  instruments  (except 
currency  and  negotiable  securities) ,  be¬ 
tween  Hagerstown,  Md.  and  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Hagerstown  Trust  Company. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MO  11172a  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
Common  control  may  also  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  112822  (Sub-No.  407),  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  BRAY  LINES 
INCORPORATED.  1401  N.  Little  Street, 
P.O.  Box  1191,  Cushing,  Okla.  74023.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Charles  D.  Mid- 
kiff  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Rubber  products, 
and  materials,  supplies  and  equipment 
used  in  the  manufacture,  distribution 
and  sales  thereof,  from  Texarkana,  Ark., 
to  points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Idaho,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Utah,  Washing¬ 
ton,  Wisconsin  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — If  -a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  Ill.  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  112822  (Sub-No.  408),  filed 
July  30,  1976.  Applicant:  BRAY  LINES 
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INCORPORATED.  1401  N.  Little  Street, 
P.O.  Box  1191,  Cushing,  Okla.  74023.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative :  Charles  D.  Mid- 
kiff  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except 
in  bulk) ,  from  the  plant  site  of  American 
Home  Foods  at  or  near  Vacaville,  Calif., 
to  points  in  Oregon  and  Washington. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
San  Francisco  or  Los  Angeles,  CaUf. 

No.  MC  113158  (Sub-No.  28),  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  TODD  TRANS¬ 
PORT  COMPANY,  INC.,  Secretary,  Md. 
21664.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
W.  Patterson,  2100  The  Fidelity  Build¬ 
ing,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19109.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs,  from  points  in 
New  York  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  St.  Lawrence  River  at  Clayton, 
N.Y.,  and  extending  south  along  New 
York  Highway  12  through  Watertown, 
Port  Leyden,  Utica  and  Norwich,  N.Y., 
to  Binghamton,  N.Y.,  thence  south  along 
Interstate  Highway  81  to  the  New  York- 
Pennsylvania  State  Boundary  line,  to  the 
warehouses  and  facilities  utilized  by 
Acme  Markets,  Inc.,  located  at  Baltimore. 
Md.,  points  in  Caroline  and  Dorchester 
Counties,  Md.,  Forty  Ft.  and  Lancester, 
Pa.,  and  South  Kearny,  N.J. 

Note. — If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  or  Washington,  D.O. 

No  MC  113280  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  July 
27,  1976.  Applicant:  BUCHMEIER  & 
SONS,  INC.,  2988  Skyline  Drive,  Route 
1,  Hubertus,  Wis.  53033.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Edward  Solie,  Executive 
Bldg.,  Suite  100,  4513  Vernon  Blvd., 
Madison,  Wis.  53705.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  beverages  and  malt  beverage 
dispensing  equipment,  in  mixed  loads 
with  malt  beverages,  from  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  to  points  in  Illinois  and  Indiana, 
limited  to  transportation  service  to  be 
performed,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  Pabst  Brewing  Com¬ 
pany,  at  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Madison,  Wis. 

No.  MC  113362  (Sub-No.  300),  filed 
July  28,  1976.  Applicant:  ELLSWORTH 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  310  East  Broad¬ 
way,  Eagle  Grove,  Iowa  50533.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Milton  D.  Adams, 
1105%  Eighth  Avenue,  S.E.,  Austin, 
Minn.  55912.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Meat,  meat  products,  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  articles  distributed  by  meat  pack¬ 
ing  plants  and  foodstuffs  (except  hides 
and  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities  uti¬ 
lized  by  Geo.  A.  Hormel  &  Co.,  located 
at  or  near  Knoxville.  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Indian n,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Nebraska,  New  York,  Ohio  and  Penn¬ 


sylvania,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  named  origin  and  destined  to  named 
states;  and  (2)  meat,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products,  articles  distributed 
by  meat  packing  plants,  foodstuffs  and 
packing  plant  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kansas,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Nebraska, 
New  York,  Ohio  and  Pennsylvania,  to 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities 
utilized  by  Geo.  A.  Hormel  &  Co.,  located 
at  or  near  Knoxville,  Iowa,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origins 
and  destined  to  the  named  destination. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Paul, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  114045  (Sub-No.  445),  filed 
July  23,  1976.  Applicant:  TRANS-COLD 
EXPRESS.  INC..  P.O.  Box  61228,  D/FW 
Airport,  Tex.  75261.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  J.  B.  Stuart  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Per¬ 
ishable  hides,  and  sausage  casings,  from 
the  plantsite  of  Devro,  Inc.,  located  at 
Somerville,  N.J.,  to  the  plantsite  of 
Devro,  Inc.,  located  at  Lubbock,  Tex. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appU- 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  New  York 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  267),  filed 
July  30,  1976.  Applicant.  DART  TRAN¬ 
SIT  COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  2102  Uni¬ 
versity  Avenue,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55114.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  James  H.  Wills 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Urethane  products,  from 
the  facilities  of  Future  Foam,  Inc.,  at 
Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  to  points  in  the 
Upper  Peninsula  of  Michigan. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUc&nt  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  or  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  114896  (Sub-No.  40),  filed 
July  27,  1976.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
SECURITY,  INC.,  1111  W.  Mockingbird 
Lane,  Suite  1401,  Dallas,  Tex.  75247.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  M.  De- 
lany,  3333  New  Hyde  Park  Rd.,  New  Hyde 
Park,  N.Y.  11040.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Currency,  between  Washington, 
Richmond,  Va.,  Charlotte,  N.C.  and 
Baltimore,  Md.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts,  with  the  Department 
of  the  Treasury. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  in  No.  MC  140345  and  subs  there¬ 
under,  therefor©  dual  operations  may  be 
Involved.  Common  control  may  also  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC. 

No.  MC  115092  (Sub-No.  46),  filed 
July  29,  1976.  Applicant:  TOMAHAWK 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  O,  Vernal, 
Utah  84078.  Applicant’s  representative : 
Walter  Kobos,  1016  Kehoe  Drive,  St. 


Charles,  HI.  60174.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Animal  feed,  not  frozen,  and  canned 
goods,  from  Los  Angeles  and  San  Diego, 
Calif.,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Texas  and 
Utah. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  413),  filed 
July  23,  1976.  Applicant:  TRUCK 

TRANSPORT  INCORPORATED.  29 
Clayton  Hills  Lane,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63131. 
Applicant’s  representative:  J.  R.  Ferris, 
230  St.  Clair  Avenue,  East  St.  Louis,  HI. 
62201.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
commodities  as  are  manufactured,  pro¬ 
cessed,  sold,  used,  distributed,  or  dealt 
in  by  manufacturers,  converters,  and 
printers  of  paper  and  paper  products  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk) ,  between 
points  in  Wisconsin  and  the  Upper  Pe¬ 
ninsula  of  Michigan,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Chicago, 
Ill.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  115669  (Sub-No.  157),  filed 
July  12,  1976.  Applicant:  DAHLSTEN 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  95,  Clay 
Center,  Nebr.  68933.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Howard  N.  Dahlsten,  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Limestone  and  Dicalcium  phos¬ 
phate,  from  Weeping  Water,  Nebr.,  to 
points  in  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  South 
Dakota,  Texas,  Wisconsin  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC  115669  (Sub-No.  158)  filed  July 
26. 1976.  Applicant:  DAHLSTEN  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  95,  Clay  Center, 
Nebr.  68933.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Howard  N.  Dahlsten  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fer¬ 
tilizer  and  fertilizer  materials,  from  the 
plant  site  of  Cominco  American,  Incorpo¬ 
rated,  located  5  miles  northwest  of  Bea¬ 
trice,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Oklahoma  and 
Texas. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Lincoln 
or  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  116273  (Sub-No.  206)  filed 
July  23,  1976.  Applicant:  D  &  L  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  3800  South  Laramie  Ave„ 
Cicero,  HI.  60650.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  William  R.  Lavery  (same  address  a a 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier .  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting :  Food¬ 
stuffs,  in  bulk,  in  tank  or  hopper-type 
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vehicles,  from  Detroit,  Mich.,  to  points 
in  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

Note. — 1 t  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 

IU. 

No.  MC  116459  (Sub-No.  60)  filed  July 

26,  1976.  Applicant:  RUSS  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  4022,  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Tenn.  37405.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Sam  Speer  (Same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry 
Terephthalic  acid,  in  bulk.  In  tank  ve¬ 
hicles,  from  the  plantsite  of  E.  I.  Dupont 
de  Nemours  Company  Cape  Pears  Plant 
located  near  Phoenix,  N.C.,  to  the  plant- 
site  of  E.  I.  Dupont  de  Nemours  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.  located  at  Old  Hickory,  Tenn. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Wil¬ 
mington,  N.C.  or  Nashville,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  117589  (Sub-No.  37)  filed 
July  22.  1976.  Applicant:  PROVISION- 
ERS  FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  3801- 
Seventh  Avenue  South,  P.O.  Box  2450, 
Seattle,  Wash.  98108.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  T.  Johnson,  1610  IBM 
Building,  Seattle,  Wash.  98101.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts  and  meat  byproducts,  from  Elens - 
burg  and  Seattle,  Wash.,  to  Boston, 
North  Billerica  and  Somerville,  Mass.; 
Andover,  Bayonne,  Camden  and  Param¬ 
os,  N.J.;  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  Landover, 
Md.;  and  points  in  New  York. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Beattie,  Wash.  «r  Portland,  Or  eg. 

No.  MC  117765  (Sub-No.  210)  filed  July 

27,  1976.  Applicant:  HAHN  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  5315  N.W.  5th  St.,  Oklahoma 
City.  Okla.  73107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  R.  E.  Hagan  (same  address 
as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Glass  containers,  from  the  plantsite  and 
facilities  of  Midland  Glass  Company,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Henryetta,  Okla..  to 
points  in  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Illinois, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Tennessee  and  Texas. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  117940  (Sub-No.  181)  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  NATIONWIDE 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Bo?  104,  Maple 
Plain,  Minn.  55359.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Allan  L.  Timmerman  (Same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cast  iron  boilers  and  heating  sup¬ 
plies  and  equipment,  from  Northvale, 
H.J.,  to  points  In  Iowa  (except  Cedar 
Rapids,  Des  Moines  and  Guttenberg) ; 
Minnesota  (except  Albert  Lea,  Duluth, 
Mankato,  Minneapolis,  St.  Paul  and 


Worthington) ;  North  Dakota  (except 
Bismarck  and  Fargo) ;  and  points  In 
South  Dakota,  Wyoming  and  Montana. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  No.  MC  114789  and  subs  there¬ 
under.  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  In¬ 
volved.  Common  control'  may  also  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 

Minn 

No.  MC  117940  (Sub-No.  182),  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  NATIONWIDE 
CARRIERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  104,  Maple 
Plain,  Minn.  55359.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Allan  L.  Timmerman  (Same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by 
discount  and  variety  stores  (except  food¬ 
stuffs  and  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Savannah,  Ga.,  to  points  In  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Michigan  and  Ohio,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  origin 
point  and  destined  to  the  facilities  of 
S.  S.  Kresge  Company  located  in  the 
named  destination  states. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  No.  MC  114789  and  subs  there¬ 
under,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  In¬ 
volved.  Common  control  may  also  be  In¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Detroit, 
Mich. 

No.  MC  118806  (Sub-No.  49),  filed 
July  22,  1976.  Applicant:  ARNOLD 
BROS.  TRANSPORT,  LTD.,  739  Lagi- 
modiere  Boulevard,  Winnipeg,  Manitoba, 
Canada  R2J0T8.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Daniel  C.  Sullivan,  327  South  La¬ 
Salle  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  60604.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  (A)  Commodi¬ 
ties,  which  because  of  size  or  weight,  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment,  and 
related  machinery,  parts  and  supplies, 
when  their  transportation  Is  incidental 
to  the  transportation  of  commodities, 
which  because  of  size  or  weight,  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment,  and  (B)' 
commodities,  which  do  not  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment  when  moving  on 
the  same  equipment  or  under  the  same 
bill  of  lading  as  commodities,  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight,  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment;  and  (2)  Self- 
propelled  articles  and  related  machinery, 
tools,  parts  and  supplies  moving  in  con¬ 
junction  therewith,  between  the  ports 
of  entry  on  the  International  Boundary 
Line  between  the  United  States  and  Can¬ 
ada,  located  at  points  In  Idaho,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Montana,  North  Dakota,  and  Wash¬ 
ington,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States  includ¬ 
ing  Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii,  re- 
sricted  In  (1)  and  (2)  above  against  the 
transportation  of  tractors,  road-making 
machinery,  contractor’s  equipment  and 
supplies,  and  farm  machinery. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 
IU. 

No.  MC  118831  (Sub-No.  133)  filed 
June  24,  1976.  Applicant:  CENTRAL 


TRANSPORT,  INCORPORATED,  P.O. 
Box  2608,  High  Point,  N.C.  27261.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Richard  E.  Shaw 
(Same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Terephthalic  acid,  dry,  in 
bulk,  (1)  from  Decatur,  Ala.,  to  Fiber- 
ton,  N.C.  and  Darlington,  S.C.;  and  (2) 
from  Phoenix,  N.C.  to  Old  Hickory, 
Tenn. 

Note  — Common  control  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.  or  Raleigh,  N.C. 

No.  MC  118989  (Sub-No.  141)  filed 
July  23,  1976.  AppUcant:  CONTAINER 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  5223  South  9th  Street, 
Milwaukee,  Wis.  53221.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Albert  A.  Andrin,  180  North 
La  SaUe  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  60601.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  commodities 
as  are  manufactured,  processed,  sold, 
used,  distributed  or  dealt  in  by  manu¬ 
facturers,  converters  and  printers  of 
paper  and  paper  products  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk),  between  points  in 
Wisconsin  and  the  Upper  Peninsula  of 
Michigan,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis. 

No.  MC  119531  (Sub-No.  161),  filed 
July  23, 1976.  Applicant:  SUN  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  808  Warren,  Ohio  44482. 
AppUcant’s  representative:  Paul  F. 
Beery,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Plas¬ 
tics  ( urethane ,  polyurethane),  cellular, 
expanded  or  foamed  in  blocks  or  sheets, 
from  Ft.  Wayne,  Ind.,  to  points  in 
Michigan. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved 
If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Columbus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  119631  (Sub-No.  23),  filed 
July  29,  1976.  Applicant:  DEIOMA 

TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  915,  Mount 
Union  Station,  Alliance,  Ohio  44601.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Edward  G.  Vil- 
lalon,  1032  Pennsylvania  Building, 
Pennsylvania  Avenus  &  13th  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Refractories  and  refractory  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  White  Cloud,  Mich.,  to  ports 
of  entry  on  the  International  Boundary 
Line  between  the  United  States  and 
Canada  located  at  Detroit,  Port  Huron 
and  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Mich.,  restricted 
to  foreign  commerce  only. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Cleveland,  Ohio  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  119908  (Sub-No.  36) ,  filed  July 
26,  1976.  AppUcant:  WESTERN  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1145,  Houston,  Tex.  77001. 
AppUcant’s  representative:  Austin  L. 
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Hatchell,  1102  Perry  Brooks  Bldg., 
Austin,  Tex.  78701.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Lumber  and  lumber  products, 
treated  or  untreated,  between  points  In 
North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and 
Virginia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  In  Florida,  and  Georgia. 

Note. — Applicant  proposes  to  tack  the  au¬ 
thority  sought  with  its  existing  authority  ( 1 ) 
in  Sub.  No.  24  at  points  in  Georgia  to  serve 
points  in  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
and  Virginia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Alabama,  Louisiana,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  and  Tennessee;  and  (2)  in  Sub  Nos. 
1  and  24  at  points  in  Georgia  and  Louisiana 
so  that  it  can  serve  between  points  in  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Virginia,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas.  Applicant 
holds  contract  carrier  authority  in  MC  110814 
and  Sub  thereunder,  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  involved.  Common  control  may 
also  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec¬ 
essary,  the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
either  Birmingham,  Ala.,  or  New  Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  120257  (Sub-No.  30>,  filed 
July  30,  1976.  Applicant:  K.  L.  BREE¬ 
DEN  &  SONS.  INC.,  401  Alamo  Street, 
Terrell,  Tex.  75160.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Bernard  H.  English,  6270 
Firth  Road,  Fort  Worth.  Tex.  76116.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Gypsum  board 
paper,  from  Anniston,  Ala.,  to  Rotan, 
Tex.  and  Medicine  Lodge,  Kans. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Dallas,  Tex.  or  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  120419  (Sub-No.  3).  filed 
July  23,  1976.  Applicant:  SERVICE 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  1501  West  Main. 
Henryetta,  Okla.  74437.  Applicant's 
representative:  Duane  A.  WoodlifT, 
405  West  Trudgeon,  P.O.  Box  1090, 
Henryetta,  Okla.  74437.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Glass  containers,  from  the  plant- 
site  and  storage  facilities  of  Midland 
Glass  Company,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Henryetta,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Louisiana,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
Nebraska.  New  Mexico.  North  Dakota, 
Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee, 
Texas, 'Wisconsin  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  on  a  con¬ 
solidated  record  with  similar  applications 
of  Great  Western  Trucking  Co.,  Inc.,  Con¬ 
tract  Freighters,  Hahn  Truck  Lines,  and 
Tollie  Frelghtways,  Inc.,  at  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla 

No.  MC  120761  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
July  26.  1976.  Applicant:  NEWMAN 
BROS.  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  6559 
Midway  Rd.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76118. 
Applicant's  representative:  Clint  Old¬ 
ham.  1108  Continental  Life  Bldg.,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex.  76102.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Trailers,  semi-trailers,  trailer 
chassis  and  semi-trailer  chassis,  and 
(2)  parts  and  attachments  for  the  items 


listed  in  (1)  above,  between  the  plant- 
site  and  storage  facilities  of  Aztec  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Inc.  located  at  or  near  Mansfield, 
Tex.,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States,  Including 
Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Dallas  or  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 

No.  MC  120761  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  NEWMAN 
BROS.  TRUCKING  COMPANY.  6559 
Midway  Rd.,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76118. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Clayte 

Binion,  1108  Continental  Life  Bldg., 
Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76102.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Iron  and  steel  and  iron  and 
steel  articles,  from  the  plantsite  of  Nucor 
Steel  Corp.  located  at  or  near  Jewett, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Arkansas, 
Colorado.  Kansas.  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Mexico, 
Oklahoma  and  Tennessee:  and  (2) 
scrap  iron  and  scrap  steel  and  crushed 
motor  vehicle  bodies,  from  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona.  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
New  Mexico,  Oklahoma  and  Tennessee, 
to  the  plant  facilities  of  Nucor  Steel 
Corp.  located  at  or  near  Jewett,  Tex. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Dallas  or  Port  Worth.  Tex. 

No.  MC  123407  (Sub-No.  322),  filed 
July  29.  1976.  Applicant:  SAWYER 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  South  Haven 
Square,  U.S.  Hwy.  6,  Valparaiso,  Ind. 
46383.  Applicant's  representative:  Ste¬ 
phen  H.  Loeb  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Feldspar 
and  foundry  materials  and  supplies  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk),_(l)  from 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) ,  to  Tempe,  Ariz..  and 
Lindon,  Utah;  and  (2)  from  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska,  Ari¬ 
zona,  California,  Hawaii,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Kansas.  Michigan.  Missouri,  Ohio. 
South  Dakota.  Wisconsin,  and  Wyom¬ 
ing)  ,  to  Englewood,  Colo. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver.  Colo. 

No.  MC  123765  (Sub-No.  6),  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  BARRY 

TRANSFER  &  STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  120 
East  National  Ave.,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 
53204.  Applicant’s  representative:  Wil¬ 
liam  C.  Dineen,  710  North  Plankinton 
Ave.,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53203.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  merchandise  as  Is 
dealt  in  by  retail  department  stores,  be¬ 
tween  the  retail  outlets,  storage  facilities 
and  distribution  centers  of  H.  C.  Prange 
Co.  located  in  Wisconsin  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the  retail  out¬ 
lets  and  storage  facilities  of  H.  C.  Prange 
Co.  located  at  or  near  Marquette,  Mich., 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
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destined  to  the  said  retail  outlets,  stor¬ 
age  facilities  and  distribution  centers  of 
H.  C.  Prange  Co. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  No.  MC  6031  and  subs  there¬ 
under,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Mil¬ 
waukee  or  Madison,  Wis. 

No.  MC  124027  (Sub-No.  16).  filed 
July  16,  1976.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
BULK,  INCORPORATED,  901  Lyndale 
Avenue,  Neenah,  Wis.  54956.  Applicant's 
representative:  Frank  M.  Coyne,  25  West 
Main  Street,  Madison.  Wis.  53703.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Foundry  sand 
additives  and  ingredients  and  processed 
clay,  in  bulk,  in  bags,  and  in  mixed  loads, 
from  Neenah,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Iowa  and 
Minnesota:  and  (2)  foundry  sand  addi¬ 
tives  and  ingredients  and  processed  clay. 
in  bulk,  from  Neehan,  Wis.,  to  points  in 
Illinois. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Ls  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Madison,  Wis. 

No.  MC  124078  (Sub-No.  698),  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING  CO..  611  South  28  Street. 
Milwaukee,  Wis.  53215.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Richard  H.  Prevette,  P.O. 
Box  1601,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53201.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Natural  latex,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Charleston. 
S.C.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut. 
Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land.  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minne¬ 
sota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Car¬ 
olina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee. 
Texas,  Vermont.  Virginia,  West  Virginia. 
Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  In  No.  MC  113832  (Sub-No.  68  ).  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved.  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  also  be  Involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  ls  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  124774  (Sub-No.  96 »,  filed 
July  28.  1976.  Applicant:  MIDWEST 
REFRIGERATED  EXPRESS.  INC.,  4440 
Buckingham  Drive,  P.O.  Box  7344,  Oma¬ 
ha,  Nebr.  68107.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Arlyn  L.  Westergren,  7100  West 
Center  Road,  530  Univac  Building. 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides 
and  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
plantsite  of  Farmland  Foods,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Garden  City,  Kans.,  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
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Rhode  Island,  Tennessee,  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  West  Virginia. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Omaha,  Nebr.  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  124839  (Sub-No.  29),  filed 
July  27.  1976.  Applicant:  BUILDERS 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7057, 
Savannah,  Ga.  31408.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  P.  Sullivan,  1819,  H 
St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Roofing  and  build¬ 
ing  materials,  floor  tile  and  floor  cover¬ 
ing,  and  insulating  materials  and  mate¬ 
rials.  equipment  and  supplies,  used  in  the 
manufacture,  Installation  or  distribution 
of  the  foregoing  group  of  commodities, 
(1)  between  points  in  Alabama,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Loui¬ 
siana,  Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  Okla¬ 
homa,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and 
Texas;  and  (2)  between  points  in  (1) 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Missouri,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio.  Pennsylvania, 
Virginia.  West  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts,  with  GAP  Corpora¬ 
tion,  at  South  Bound  Brook,  N.J.,  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  in  bulk. 

Not*. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  does  not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  125433  (Sub-No.  81),  filed 
July  23,  1976.  Applicant:  F-B  TRUCK 
LINE  COMPANY,  1945  South  Redwood 
Road.  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84104.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Kenneth  W.  Bar¬ 
ber  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pre-finished  vinyl, 
and  covered  paneling,  particleboard, 
hardboard  or  composition  board,  fiber- 
board.  gypsumboard  and  molding,  from 
the  plantsite  of  Sioux  Veneer  Panel  Co., 
located  at  or  near  Boise,  Idaho,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  restricted  to  shipments  orig¬ 
inating  at  the  plantsite  of  Sioux  Veneer 
Panel  Co.  located  at  or  near  Boise,  Idaho. 

Not*. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Salt  Labe 
City.  Utah  or  Boise.  Idaho. 

No.  MC  125470  (Sub-No.  18),  filed 
July  28,  1976.  Applicant:  MOORE’S 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1151,  Nor¬ 
folk,  Nebr.  68701.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Gailyn  L.  Larsen,  521  South  14th 
Street,  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vericle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Carbon¬ 
ated  beverages  in  bottles  or  cans,  from 
Ottumwa,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Illinois,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  and  South 
Dakota. 

Not*. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Lincoln,  Nebraska  or  Ottumwa,  Iowa. 


No.  MC  127042  (Sub-No.  175),  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  HAGEN,  INC., 
3232  Highway  75  North,  P.O.  Box  98, 
Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City,  Iowa  51108. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  G. 
Tessar  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs  (except 
in  bulk),  in  mechanically  refrigerated 
vehicles,  from  points  in  the  Kansas  City, 
Kans. -Kansas  City,  Mo.  Commercial 
Zone,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  does  not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  127042  (Sub-No.  176),  filed 
July  30,  1976.  Applicant:  HAGEN,  INC., 
3232  Highway  75  North,  P.O.  Box  98, 
Leeds  Station,  Sioux  City,  Iowa  51108. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  G. 
Tessar  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Bagged  soda  ash, 
from  points  in  Sweetwater  County,  Wyo., 
to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Michigan.  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South 
Dakota,  Texas  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  127411  (Sub-No.  4)  filed  July 
21,  1976.  Applicant:  KERDELL  WITT- 
MTER,  doing  business  as  WITTMIER 
TRUCKING  SERVICE,  Napoleon,  N. 
Dak.  58561.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Kerdell  Wittmier  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Beer, 
from  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  to  Spokane,  Wash., 
under  a  continuing  contract  with  North¬ 
west  Distributors,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Fargo 
or  Bismarck,  N.  Dak. 

No.  MC  128527  (Sub-No.  67),  filed  July 
28,  1976.  Applicant:  MAY  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  398, 
Payette,  Idaho  83661.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  G.  Rawle,  4635  S.W. 
Lakeview  Blvd.,  Lake  Oswego,  Oreg. 
97034.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Insulated 
coatings,  from  Emmett,  Idaho,  to  points 
In  Arizona.  California,  Oregon,  Montana, 
Nevada,  Utah,  and  Washington. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Boise,  Idaho,  Portland,  Oreg.  or  Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  128831  (Sub-No.  11).  filed 
July  16,  1976.  Applicant:  DIXON  RAPID 
TRANSFER.  INC.,  RFD.  #3,  East 
River  Road,  Dixon,  Ill.  61021.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  H.  Levy,  29 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  HI. 
60603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pipe  and 
duct,  used  In  heating,  cooling,  air  con¬ 


ditioning  and  exhaust  systems;  mate¬ 
rials  and  supplies,  used  in  the  installa¬ 
tion  thereof;  and  building  construction 
wall  sections  and  accessories  and  parts, 
used  In  the  Installation  thereof,  from 
the  plantsite  of  United  Sheet  Metal  Di¬ 
vision  of  McGill  Corp.,  at  Westerville. 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Massachusetts,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New  York 
and  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago, 

m. 

No.  MC  129480  (Sub-No.  25)  filed 
July  22,  1976.  Applicant:  TRI-LINE  EX¬ 
PRESSWAYS.  LTD.,  550-7 1st  Avenue. 
S.E.,  Calgary,  Alberta,  Canada  T2H 
0S6.  Applicant’s  representative:  Leslie  R. 
Kehl,  Suite  1600  Lincoln  Center  Bldg., 
1660  Lincoln  Street,  Denver,  Colo,  80203. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Agricul¬ 
tural  chemicals  (except  in  bulk),  from 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  and  the  plantsite  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  Monsanta  Co.,  at 
or  near  Muscatine,  Iowa,  to  ports  of  en¬ 
try  on  the  International  Boundary  l'ne 
between  the  United  States  and  Canaua. 
located  in  Minnesota,  Montana,  and 
North  Dakota,  restricted  to  transporta¬ 
tion  of  shipments  destined  to  points  in 
Alberta,  Saskatchewan  and  Manitoba 
Provinces,  Canada. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  6t.  Louis. 
Mo.,  or  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  133095  (Sub-No.  105),  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  TEXAS  CON¬ 
TINENTAL  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
434,  Euless,  Tex.  76039.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Hugh  T.  Matthews,  2340  Fi¬ 
delity  Union  Tower,  Dallas,  Tex.  75201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Electronic 
equipment  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies,  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  thereof,  between  Seguin, 
Tex.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  &  Hawaii) . 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  136032  and  subs  there¬ 
under.  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  In¬ 
volved. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  133377  (Sub-No.  8),  filed  July 
27,  1976.  Applicant:  COMMERCIAL 

SERVICES,  INC.,  114  Memorial  Road. 
Storm  Lake,  Iowa  50588.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  L.  Fairbank, 
1980  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Meat,  meat  products,  meat  by-products, 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing 
plants,  and  foodstuffs  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  the  plant- 
site  and  warehouse  facilities  utilized  by 
Geo.  A.  Hormel  ft  Co.,  at  or  near  Knox¬ 
ville,  Iowa,  to  points  In  Illinois,  Minne¬ 
sota  and  Nebraska;  and  (2)  meat,  meat 
products,  meat  by-products,  articles  dis- 
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trfbuted  by  meat  packing  plants,  food¬ 
stuffs  and  packing  plant  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  (except  hides 
and  commodities  In  bulk),  from  points 
In  Illinois,  Minnesota,  and  Nebraska,  to 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities 
utilized  by  Geo.  A.  Hormel  tf  Co.,  at  or 
near  Knoxville,  Iowa,  restricted  to  traf¬ 
fic  originating  at  and  destined  to  the 
named  origins  and  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  St.  Paul, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  133655  (Sub-No.  94),  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  TRANS¬ 

NATIONAL  TRUCK,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  4168, 
Amarillo,  Tex.  79105.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Neil  A.  DuJardin,  P.O.  Box 
2298,  Green  Bay,  Wis.  54306.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat,  meat  products,  meat 
by-products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  (1)  from  Plainview, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Idaho,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Montana,  Nebraska,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Dakota,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  Wyoming,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia;  and  (2)  from 
Friona,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Colorado.  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Idaho,  Illinois,  Indiana.  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
Nevada,  New  Hampshire,  New  Mexico, 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oregon,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  South  Dakota,  Utah,  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Washington,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Wyoming  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  Ill.  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  133977  (Sub-NQ.  23).  filed 
July  23,  1976.  Applicant:  GENE'S,  INC., 
10115  Brookville  Salem  Rd.,  Clayton, 
Ohio  45315.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  P.  Beery,  8  East  Broad  St.,  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Cream,  liquid  cream  substitute,  egg  sub¬ 
stitutes,  sauces,  dressings,  and  salads 
(except  in  bulk),  from  Newburgh,  N.Y., 
to  points  east  of  the  Mississippi  River. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  No.  MC  134238  and  subs  there¬ 
under,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  In¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Columbus, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  134068  (Sub-No.  30),  filed 
July  28.  1976.  Applicant:  KODIAK  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  LINES,  INC.,  3336  E. 
Fruitland  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  58327,  Vernon, 
Calif.  90058.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Joseph  W.  Harvey,  P.O.  Box  1018,  Denver, 
Colo.  80201.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Wheel  goods,  from  Olney,  Ill.,  to  points 
in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon, 
Texas,  Utah,  Washington  and  Wyoming. 


Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Chicago,  Ill. 
or  8t.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  134404  (Sub-No.  28).  filed 
July  28,  1976.  Applicant:  AMERICAN 
TRANS-FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  499, 
South  Bound  Brook,  N.J.  08880.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Eugene  M.  Mal¬ 
kin,  Suite  6193,  5  World  Trade  Center, 
New  York  N.Y.  10048.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cleaning  products,  nutritional  foods 
and  related  articles,  toilet  preparation, 
and  materials,  supplies  and  equipment 
used  in  the  manufacture,  distribution  or 
sale  of  the  above  commodities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  Urbana,  Ohio 
and  Franklin,  Ky.,  to  Charlotte,  N.C.,  un¬ 
der  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  the  Drackett  Products  Company,  a 
division  of  Bristol  Meyers  of  Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  York,  N.Y.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  134453  (Sub-No.  13).  filed 
July  28,  1976.  Applicant:  STERNILITE 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  Win- 
sted,  Minn.  55395.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010, 
West  St.  Paul.  Minn.  55118.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Poles,  parts  and  accessories 
for  poles,  steel  piling,  and  steel  radio 
broadcasting  masts,  from  Waukegan,  Ill., 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) ,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  Union  Metal 
Manufacturing  Co. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  134735  (Sub-No.  11)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  14,  1976,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  June  24, 
1976,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  ELDON  GRAVES,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  ELDON  GRAVES 
TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box  3044,  Union  Gap, 
Wash.  98903.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Philip  G.  Skoftad.  18448  S.E.  Pine  Street, 
Portland,  Oreg.  97233.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Animal  or  poultry  feed,  feed  ingre¬ 
dients,  and  feed  supplements  (except  liq¬ 
uids  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles),  (1)  from 
points  in  Oregon  and  Washington,  to 
points  in  California:  and  (2)  from  points 
in  California  south  of  San  Luis  Obispo, 
Kern  and  Inyo  Counties,  to  points  in 
Oregon  and  Washington. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication 
Is  to  indicate  the  correct  commodity  and  ter¬ 
ritorial  description.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held 
at  Portland,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  134755  (Sub-No.  70)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  March  22,  1976,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  April  22, 
1976,  and  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  CHARTER  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  1959  E.  Turner  St.,  P.O.  Box  3772, 
Springfield,  Mo.  65804.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Larry  D.  Knox,  900  Hubbell 


Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Tires  and  tubes,  from  Con- 
shohocken,  Frazer,  Montgomeryville,  and 
Norristown,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Tennessee  and  Texas. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication 
Is  to  Indicate  the  correct  origin  point  as 
Montgomeryville,  Pa.  In  lieu  of  Montgomery. 
Pa.  as  was  previously  published.  Applicant 
holds  contract  carrier  authority  In  No.  MC- 
138398  and  subs  thereunder,  therefore  dual 
operations  may  be  Involved.  Common  control 
may  also  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed 
necessary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held 
at  either  Philadelphia,  Pa.  or  Kansas  Cltv. 
Mo. 

No.  MC  134922  (Sub-No.  188),  filed 
July  28,  1976.  Applicant:  B.  J.  MC¬ 
ADAMS,  INC.,  Route  6,  Box  15,  North 
Little  Rock,  Ark.  72118.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Bob  McAdams  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat,  fresh  or  frozen, 
meat  products  and  products  produced  by 
packinghouses,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Farmland  Foods,  Inc.  located  at  or  near 
Garden  City,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Tennessee,  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia  and  West  Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Wichita,  Kans.  or  Little  Rock,  Ark. 

No.  MC  134958  (Sub-No.  9),  filed 
July  20,  1976.  Applicant:  HAMS  EX¬ 
PRESS.  INC.,  3499  South  Third  St., 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  19148.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  David  M.  Schwartz.  1025 
Connecticut  Ave.,  NW„  Suite  500,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  and  such  commodities  as 
are  used  by  meat  packers  in  the  conduct 
of  their  business  when  destined  to  and 
for  use  by  meat  packers,  as  described  in 
Sections  A,  C,  and  D,  of  Appendix  I  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766,  (except  commodities  in  bulk  and 
hides),  (1)  from  the  plantsite,  ware¬ 
houses,  and  storage  facilities  used 
by  Blue  Bird  Food  Products  Co.,  at  or 
near  Philadelphia.  Pa.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska.  Hawaii, 
Idaho,  Kansas,  Montana,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico.  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
and  Wyoming) ;  (2)  from  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas.  Colorado.  Delaware, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa. 
Kentucky,  Maryland,  Massachusetts. 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin,  to  the 
plantsite  and  other  facilities  of  Blue 
Bird  Food  Products  Co.,  at  or  near 
Philadelphia,  Pa.;  (3)  from  the  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  Blue  Bird  Food 
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Products  Co.,  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Michigan,  Illinois,  and  New 
York;  (4)  from  the  warehouse  facilities 
of  Blue  Bird  Pood  Products  Co.,  at 
Chicago,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Ohio,  Michigan, 
Missouri,  Wisconsin,  Colorado,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Arkansas,  Kentucky,  Nebraska, 
Indiana,  and  New  York. 

(5)  From  the  warehouse  facilities  of 
Blue  Bird  Pood  Products,  Co.,  at  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  and 
Ohio;  (6)  from  the  plant  site,  ware¬ 
houses,  and  storage  facilities  used  by  (a) 
Patrick  Cudahy  (Illinois)  Incorporated 
located  at  or  near  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  (b) 
Patrick  Cudahy  (Wisconsin)  Incorpo¬ 
rated  located  at  or  near  Cudahy,  Wis.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  (7)  from  cold  stor¬ 
age  warehouses  at  Denver,  Colo.,  to  points 
in  California.  Arizona,  Montana,  New 
Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah,  and  Washington; 
(8)  from  cold  storage  warehouses  at 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Missouri,  New  Mexico,  Nebraska,  Okla¬ 
homa.  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  and 
and  Texas:  (9)  from  cold  storage  ware¬ 
houses  at  Nashville,  Tenn.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia.  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  North  Carolina,  and  South 
Carolina;  (10)  from  cold  storage  ware¬ 
houses  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Maryland,  Michigan,  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia; 

(11)  from  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa.  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Maryland, 
Michigan,  Mississippi,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  to  the  plant  site,  warehouses,  and 
storage  facilities  used  by  (a)  Patrick 
Cudahy  (Illinois)  Incorporated  and  (b) 
Patrick  Cudahy  (Wisconsin)  Incorpo¬ 
rated,  located  at  or  near  Chicago,  Ill.; 

(12)  from  points  in  California,  Colorado, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa.  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  New  Jersey,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  South  Dakota,  and  Texas  to  the 
plant  site,  warehouses,  and  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  used  by  Patrick  Cudahy  (Wiscon¬ 
sin)  Incorporated  located  at  or  near 
Cudahy,  Wis.:  (13)  from  points  in  Ala- 
^ma,  Arkansas.  Georgia,  Kentucky, 
Oklahoma,  Tennessee,  and  Texas,  to  cold 
storage  warehouses  at  Peoria.  Ill.,  and 
Indianapolis,  Ind.;  (14)  from  points  in 
Georgia,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Virginia,  to  cold  storage  warehouses  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Benton  Harbor,  Mich., 
and  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

(15)  Prom  points  in  Colorado,  North 
Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  Texas,  to  cold  storage  ware¬ 
houses  located  at  or  near  Cedar  Rapids 
and  Davenport,  Iowa,  and  Peoria,  HI.,  the 
foregoing  operations  are  limited  to  a 
transportation  service  to  be  performed 
under  continuing  contracts  with  Blue 
Bird  Pood  Products,  Inc.,  of  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  Patrick  Cudahy  (Illinois)  Incorpo¬ 
rated  of  Chicago,  HI.,  and  Patrick 
Cudahy  (Wisconsin)  Incorporated  of 
Cudahy,  Wis. 


Not*.— AppUcant  states  It  already  holds 
contract  carrier  authority  pursuant  to  permit 
In  Dockets  MO  134958,  MC  134958  (Sub-No. 
3),  and  MC  134958  (Sub-No.  6)  to  perform 
the  operations  requested  In  paragraphs,  (1)- 
(5)  limited  to  a  transportation  service  to  be 
performed,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Blue  Bird  Pood  Products,  Inc., 
of  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  except  that  It  Is  also 
authorized  to  transport  hides  under  the  au¬ 
thority  stated  in  paragraphs  (1)  and  (2) 
above,  which  hides  authority  It  will  relin¬ 
quish  upon  a  grant  of  this  application.  Ap¬ 
plicant  states  it  also  holds  authority  In  Dock¬ 
ets  MC  134958  (Sub-No.  6)  to  perform  the 
operations  authorized  In  paragraphs  (6)  (a), 
(7).  (8),  (9).  (10) (a),  (11) (a) ,  (13),  (14). 
and  (15)  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Patrick  Cudahy  (Illinois) 
Incorporated.  The  purpose  of  this  applica¬ 
tion  is  (a)  to  seek  the  additional  authority 
set  forth  In  paragraphs  (6)(b),  (11)  (b), 
and  (12);  and  (b)  to  modify  applicant's 
existing  permits  described  above,  so  as  to 
permit  transportation  service  to  be  per¬ 
formed  pursuant  to  (1)  through  (15)  In¬ 
clusive,  under  continuing  contracts  with  all 
three  named  shippers  all  of  which  are  sister 
corporations,  and  wholly-owned  subsidiaries 
of  Bluebird  Incorporated.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  either  Washington,  D.C.  or  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  135454  (Sub-No.  18),  filed 
July  13,  1976.  Applicant:  DENNY 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  893  Ridge  Road, 
Webster,  N.Y.  14580.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Francis  P.  Barrett,  60  Adams 
Street,  P.O.  Box  238,  Milton,  Mass.  02187. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Foodstuffs, 
canned,  preserved  or  prepared  (not  cold 
pack  nor  frozen),  from  points  in  Ontario 
County,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Maryland,  New 
Jersey.  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  135733  (Sub-No.  5),  filed 
July  2.  1976.  Applicant:  LETCO  BULK 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  1751  Fuhrman  Boule¬ 
vard,  Buffalo,  N.Y.  14203.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Robert  D.  Gunderman, 
Suite  710  Statler  Hilton,  Buffalo,  N.Y. 
14202.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cement, 
from  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  to  ports  of  entry  on 
the  International  Boundary  Line  bet  veen 
the  United  States  and  Canada  located  at 
Buffalo  and  Lewiston,  N.Y.,  restricted  to 
shipments  destined  to  points  in  the  Prov¬ 
ince  of  Ontario,  Canada. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Buffalo.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  135824  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
July  30,  1976.  Applicant:  J.  BERNARD 
KLAPEC,  R.D.  1,  673  North  Seneca 
Street,  Oil  City,  Pa.  16301.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  M.  Musselman,  P.O. 
Box  1146,  410  North  Third  Street,  Har¬ 
risburg,  Pa.  17108.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Steel  and  steel  products,  ingots 
of  high  nickel  content,  and  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment,  used  or  useful 


in  the  production  and  distribution  of  steel 
and  steel  products,  between  Oil  City,  Pa., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Alabama,  Colorado,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  Missouri,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas, 
Washington,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin, 
Wyoming,  and  the  District  of  Columbia; 
and  (2)  steel  and  steel  products,  from 
Kokomo,  Ind.,  to  Baltimore,  Md„  Mon¬ 
roeville,  Pa.;  Toledo,  Ohio;  Detroit, 
Mich.;  Plaquemine  and  Mussle  Shoals, 
La.;  and  Houston,  Tex. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Harrisburg, 
Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  136746  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
July  19,  1976.  Applicant:  CONSOLI¬ 
DATED  PARCEL  SERVICE,  INC.,  9847 
Page  Blvd.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63132.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Joseph  E.  Reb- 
man.  1230  Boatmen’s  Bank  Bldg.,  314  N. 
Broadway,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63102.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Merchandise, 

equipment  and  supplies,  sold,  used  or  dis¬ 
tributed  by  a  manufacturer  of  cosmetics, 
from  St.  Louis.  Mo.,  to  points  in  Perry, 
Ste.  Genevieve,  Ste.  Francois,  Cape  Gi¬ 
rardeau,  Madison.  Jefferson,  Bollinger, 
Iron,  Wayne,  Boone  and  Cole  Counties, 
Mo.,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Avon  Products,  Inc.,  at  Mor¬ 
ton  Grove,  HI. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo.  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  138076  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  July 
26,  1976.  Applicant:  HEAVY  HAULING, 
INC.,  1100  West  Grand,  Salina,  Kans. 
67401.  Applicant’s  representative:  Clyde 
N.  Christey,  514  Capitol  Federal  Bldg., 
700  Kansas  Ave.,  Topeka,  Kans.  66603. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  (1)  from  the  plantsite  and 
storage  facilities  of  Steel  &  Pipe  Supply, 
Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Manhattan, 
Kans.,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Iowa,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska.  Oklahoma,  Texas  and 
Wyoming,  (2)  from  points  in  Colorado, 
Illinois,  Missouri,  Nebraska  and  Okla¬ 
homa,  to  the  plantsite  and  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Steel  &  Pipe  Supply,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Manhattan.  Kans.;  and 
(3)  from  the  plantsite  and  storage  facili¬ 
ties  of  Steel  &  Pipe  Supply,  Inc.,  located 
at  or  near  Muskogee,  Okla.,  to  points  in 
Kansas  and  Nebraska,  restricted  in  (1), 
(2)  and  (3)  above,  to  traffic  originating 
at  points  of  origin  and  destined  to  points 
of  destination. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  or  Topeka,  Kans. 

No.  MC  138104  (Sub-No.  35) ,  filed  July 
29,  1976.  Applicant:  MOORE  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO..  INC.,  3509  N.  Grove 
Street,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.  76106.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Bernard  H.  Eng¬ 
lish.  6270  Firth  Road,  Fort  Worth,  Tex. 
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76116.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Steel 
welded  storage  tanks,  from  Mexia,  Tex., 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  Kansas,  Louisiana, 
New  Mexico,  and  Oklahoma. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Dallas  or  Port  Worth,  Tex. 

No.  MC  138520  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  July 
22,  1976.  Applicant:  R.  JOHNS  TRANS¬ 
FER,  INC.,  2206  Patterson  Avenue,  S.W., 
Roanoke,  Va.  24016.  Applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  Kenneth  N.  Hylton,  2905  Cad¬ 
illac  Tower,  Detroit,  Mich.  48226.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment  because  of  size  or 
weight),  between  points  in  Alabama, 
Delaware,  Georgia,  Maryland,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  North  Carolina,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.  or  Richmond,  Va. 

No.  MC  138552  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  July 
27,  1976.  Applicant:  MILTON  MC¬ 

COMBS,  JR.,  2006  North  Central  Ave¬ 
nue,  Tifton,  Ga.  31794.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Ronald  D.  Peterson,  1729 
Gulf  Life  Tower,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32207, 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Wet  gyp- 
sum,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Jackson  County,  Miss.,  to  points 
In  Alabama,  Florida  and  Georgia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Jacksonville, 

Fla. 

No.  MC  138627  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
July  16.  1976.  Applicant:  SMITHWAY 
MOTOR  XPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  404, 
Fort  Dodge,  Iowa  50501.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Arlyn  L.  Westergren,  7100 
West  Center  Road,  530  Univac  Building, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Manufactured  iron  and.  steel  articles, 
from  St.  Louis,  Mo.  and  points  in  Madi¬ 
son  County,  Ill.,  to  Shreveport,  La.,  and 
points  in  Arkansas,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa.  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Ohio,  Oklahoma  and  Tennessee, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  plantsites  of  and  facili¬ 
ties  utilized  by  Steelabrade  Corporation; 
Laclede  Steel  Company;  Caine  Steel 
Company:  Granite  City  Steel  Division, 
National  Steel  Corporation;  Armco  Steel 
Corporation;  Missouri  Rolling  Mill  Cor¬ 
poration;  Metal  Services,  Inc;  and 
Wheeling-Pittsburgh  Steel  Corporation, 
and  destined  to  named  destination 
points. 

Note. — Applicant  states  the  purpose  of 
this  application  Is  to  convert  Its  Permit  in 
No.  MC  66956  to  a  Certificate  of  Public  con¬ 


venience  and  Necessity.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests  It 
be  held  at  either  Omaha,  Nebr.  or  Chicago, 

m. 

No.  MC  139658  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  HARRY 

POOLE,  INC.,  2322  Kensington  Road, 
Macon,  Ga.  31201.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  Addams,  5299  Roswell 
Road,  N.E.,  Ste.  212,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30342. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Coal,  in 
bulk,  in  dump  trucks,  from  points  in 
Bledsoe,  Rhea,  Hamilton,  Sequatchie  and 
Roane  Counties,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama  and  Georgia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Oa. 

No.  MC  140016  (Sub-No.  5),  filed 
July  27,  1976.  Applicant:  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION  SERVICES,  INC.,  1285  Glendale 
Road,  Sparks,  Nev.  89431.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Daniel  W.  Baker,  100 
Pine  Street,  Suite  2550,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.  94111.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (a) 
Malt  beverages  and  related  advertising 
materials,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Anhauser-Busch,  Inc.,  near  Fairfield, 
Calif.,  to  points  in  Nevada  on  or  north  of 
Interstate  Highway  6;  and  (b)  returned 
malt  beverages,  on  return. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Reno  or  Carson  City,  Nev. 

No.  MC  140024  (Sub-No.  66).  filed 
July  15,  1976.  Applicant:  J.  B.  MONT¬ 
GOMERY,  INC.,  5565  East  52nd  Ave¬ 
nue,  Commerce  City,  Colo.  80022.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  F.  DeCock 
(Same  address  as  applicant).  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel 
scrap,  from  points  in  Colorado,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Minnesota,  Missouri  and  Wis¬ 
consin,  to  the  facilities  of  Nucor  Steel 
Division  of  Nucor  Corporation,  located 
at  or  near  Norfolk,  Nebr.,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  named  origins  and 
destined  to  named  destination. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  140033  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
July  29,  1976.  Applicant:  COX  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  EXPRESS,  INC.,  10606 
Goodnight  Lane,  Dallas,  Tex.  75205.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  E.  Larry  Wells, 
4645  N.  Central  Expressway,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75205.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  pipe  fittings,  from 
the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities 
of  Tube-Line  Manufacturing  Co.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Long  Island  City,  N.Y., 
to  points  in  Alabama.  Arizona,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  California,  Colorado.  Florida.  Geor¬ 
gia,  Idaho.  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Missouri,  New  Mexico,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Oregon,  Tennessee.  Texas,  Utah  and 
Washington. 


Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
New  York  City,  N.Y.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  140168  (Sub-No.  3)  filed  July 
15,  1976.  Applicant:  FANETTI  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORT,  Rt.  1,  Box 
29-A,  Bloomer,  Wis.  54274.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  P.  Sack,  P.O. 
Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55118. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
fresh,  inedible,  from  Greenwood  and 
Cameron,  Wis.,  to  Los  Angeles,  Calif.; 
Seattle,  Wash.;  Fort  Dodge,  Iowa; 
Topeka  and  Kansas  City,  Kans.;  and 
Kansas  City,  Mo. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  140363  (Sub-No.  4) .  filed  July 
28,  1976.  Applicant:  CHAMP’S  TRUCK 
SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1233,  Meraux, 
La.  70075.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Edward  A.  Winter,  345  Rosewood  Drive, 
Metairie,  La.  70005.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Coke,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles, 
from  Purvis,  Miss.,  to  Brunside,  Chal- 
mette,  Davant,  and  New  Orleans,  La. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  Orleans,  La.,  Jackson  or  Gulfport, 
Miss.,  or  Houston,  Tex. 

No.  MC  140484  (Sub-No.  19) ,  filed  July 
19,  1976.  Applicant:  LESTER  COGGINS 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  69,  Fort 
Myers,  Fla.  33902.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  Clayton  Geer,  P.O.  Box  808,  Ra¬ 
venna,  Ohio  44266.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  Common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Electric  motors,  electric  welders,  and 
parts  and  accessories,  for  electric  motors 
and  electric  welders;  welding  supplies, 
and  hand  truck  parts  (except  commod¬ 
ities  which  because  of  their  size  and 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment),  (1)  from  Cleveland  and  Mentor, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Kansas,  and  Mississippi;  (2) 
from  Cleveland  and  Mentor,  Ohio,  to 
Baltimore,  Md.;  and  (3)  empty  contain¬ 
ers,  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  to  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  restricted  in  Part  (2)  above,  to 
traffic  having  a  subsequent  movement  hy 
water. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  140800  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  July 
23,  1976.  Applicant:  COLONIAL  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  East  Arrowhead 
Drive,  McMinnville,  Tenn.  37110.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Robert  L.  Baker. 
Suite  618  United  American  Bank  Bldg.. 
Nashville,  Tenn.  37219.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Electric  motors,  brake  drums,  disc 
brakes  and  parts  thereto,  and  parts,  ma¬ 
terials,  equipment  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  the  above  commod¬ 
ities,  between  points  in  Tennessee,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Illinois,  New  Jersey,  New  York.  Ohio, 
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Pennsylvania  and  Virginia,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  Gould 
Inc.,  Century  Electric  Division. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.  or  NashvUle,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  140883  (Sub-No.  9),  filed  July 
29,  1976.  Applicant:  DOWNS  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  2705  Canna 
Ridge  Circle,  NE.  Atlanta,  Ga.  30345.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  representative:  K.  Edward  Wol¬ 
cott,  1600  First  Federal  Bldg.,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30303.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ex¬ 
panded  polystyrene  and  insulated  panels 
with  metal,  wood  and  plastic  skins,  from 
Florence.  Ky.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) ,  un¬ 
der  a  contract  with  Kysor/Isowall,  Di¬ 
vision  of  Kysor  Industrial  Corporation. 

Note. — If  a  hewing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  141010  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  July 
29,  1976.  Applicant:  CONTRACT 

TRANSPORT.  INC.,  R.R.  No.  3,  Norwalk, 
Iowa  50211.  Applicant’s  representative: 
James  M.  Hodge,  1980  Financial  Center, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Paper  and  paper  products. 
(1)  from  Tulsa,  Okla.  and  Omaha,  Nebr., 
to  the  plantsite  and  warehouse  facilities 
of  Distinctive  Packaging,  located  at 
Madrid,  West  Des  Moines,  and  Spirit 
Lake,  Iowa;  and  (2)  between  the  plant- 
site  and  warehouse  facilities  of  Distinc¬ 
tive  Packaging,  located  at  Madrid,  West 
Des  Mones,  and  Spirit  Lake,  Iowa,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota 
and  Wisconsin,  under  contracts  in  (1) 
and  (2)  with  Distinctive  Packaging. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Dee 
Moinee.  Iowa;  or  St.  Paul  or  Minneapolis 
Minn. 

No.  MC  141197  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  July 
23,  1976.  Applicant:  FLEMING-BAB- 
COCK,  INC..  4106  Mattox  Road,  River¬ 
side,  Mo.  64190.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Lucy  Kennard  Bell,  910  Brookfield 
Building,  101  West  Eleventh  Street,  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo.  64106.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Coal,  from  the  mine  sites  of  Custom 
Coal  Company,  located  in  Craig  County, 
Okla.,  to  the  James  River  Power  Plant, 
located  at  or  near  Springfield,  Mo. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  n ;cessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  141448  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  July 
16,  1976.  Applicant:  DUNCAN  SALES  & 
LEASING  COMPANY,  INC.,  714  East 
Baseline,  Buckeye,  Ariz.  85326.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  George  S.  Liver¬ 
more,  2701  East  Camelback,  Suite  100, 
Phoenix,  Ariz.  85016.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Steel  pipe  or  tubing  commonly  know 


as  steel  culvert,  multiple  plate,  guard 
rails,  truss  pipe,  cattle  guards,  end  sec¬ 
tions,  bands,  bolts,  nuts,  grates,  assembly 
pieces  and  plastic  pipe,  between  points 
in  Arizona,  restricted  to  traffic  having  a 
prior  movement  in  interstate  commerce, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  ARMCO  Steel  Corporation. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Phoenix  or  Tucson, 
Ariz. 

No.  MC  141618  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  July 
29,  1976.  Applicant:  DAVID  C.  BURNS, 
doing  business  as  DAVID  C.  BURNS 
TRUCKING.  1146  East  Main  Street,  Casa 
Grande,  Ariz.  85222.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Donald  E.  Fernaays,  Suite  320, 
4040  East  McDowell  Road.  Phoenix,  Ariz. 
85008.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Rockwool 
insulation  (except  in  bulk),  from  Fon¬ 
tana,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Rockwool  Industries,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Phoenix, 
Ariz. 

No.  MC  141782  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  July 
12.  1976.  Applicant:  C  &  C  CARTAGE 
COMPANY,  INC.,  No.  3  Birkenhead 
Street,  Port  Wentworth,  Ga.  31407.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  B.  Miller, 
33  Bull  Street,  P.O.  Box  1567,  Savannah, 
Ga.  31402.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives),  between  points  within  the 
Savannah,  Ga.  Commercial  Zone,  re¬ 
stricted  (a)  to  commodities  in  intermodal 
cargo  containers  and  empty  containers, 
container  chassis  and  accessory  and 
auxiliary  equipment;  (b)  to  transporta¬ 
tion  having  a  prior  or  subsequent  move¬ 
ment  by  water;  (c)  excluding  that  part  of 
the  Savannah  Commercial  Zone  located 
in  the  State  of  South  Carolina;  and  (d) 
excluding  the  transportation  of  motor 
vehicles. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Savannah, 
Ga.,  or  Jacksonville,  Fla. 

No.  MC  142047  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  CHEYENNE 
TRUCK  LEASING,  INC.,  6500  Jericho 
Turnpike,  P.O.  Box  314,  Commack,  N.Y. 
11725.  Applicant’s  representative:  A. 
Charles  Tell,  100  East  Broad  Street,  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Paint  thinner  and  ingredients 
thereof,  from  the  plantsites  and  shipping 
facilities  of  Globe  Solvent,  Inc.,  at  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Tennessee,  and  Vir¬ 
ginia;  and  (2)  plasticizers  and  polyesters, 
from  the  plantsites  and  shipping  facilities 
of  Hooker  Chemical,  Inc.,  at  Hicksville, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  Florida,  Illinois,  Min¬ 
nesota.  Missouri,  Ohio,  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y. 


No.  MC  142047  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
July  26,  1976.  Applicant:  CHEYENNE 
TRUCK  LEASING.  INC.,  6500  Jericho 
Turnpike,  P.O.  Box  314,  Commack,  N.Y. 
11725.  Applicant’s  representative:  A. 
Charles  Tell,  100  East  Broad  St.,  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Fertilizer,  fertilizer  materials,  fertilizer 
ingredients,  and  herbicides,  insecticides 
and  pesticides  when  moving  in  mixed 
shipments  with  fertilizers  (restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk),  (1)  between  the  plantsite 
and  shipping  facilities  of  Famco,  Inc. 
located  in  Medina,  Ohio  and  the  plantsite 
and  shipping  facilities  of  Andersons  lo¬ 
cated  at  Maumee,  Ohio,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land  and  South  Dakota;  and  (2)  between 
the  plantsites  and  shipping  facilities  of 
Plant  Products,  Inc.  located  at  or  near 
Blue  Point,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Kentucky,  Maryland,  Massachusetts. 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  Virginia  and  West 
Virginia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  142065  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  July 
20.  1976.  Applicant:  DAVID  BENEUX 
PRODUCE  AND  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  232,  Mulberry,  Ark.  72947.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  L.  C.  Cypert,  Suite 
3,  204  Highway  71  North.  Springdale. 
Ark.  72764.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Foods,  foodstuffs,  and  food  preparations, 
ingredients  and  additives  (except  in 
bulk),  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  between  Russell¬ 
ville,  Ark.,  and  Searcy,  Ark.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona,  California,  Illinois.  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Dakota,  Virginia  and  Wisconsin, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Morton  Frozen  Food. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Little  Rock,  Ark.  or  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  142126  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  July 
26.  1976,  Applicant:  FOAM  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  Dundee  Park,  Andover, 
Mass.  01810.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Arthur  M.  Marshall,  135  State  St.,  Suite 
200,  Springfield,  Mass.  01103.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Urethane  foam,  loose, 
wrapped  or  in  containers,  from  Andover, 
Mass.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Maine,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York. 
Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  Rhode  Island  and 
Vermont;  and  (2)  toluene  diococyanate, 
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la  bulk,  In  tank  vehicles,  from  Ashtabula 
and  Painesville,  Ohio  and  Washington, 
N.J.,  to  the  plantsite  of  GSP  Corp.  lo¬ 
cated  at  Andover,  Mass.,  tinder  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  GSP 
Corp.  located  at  Andover,  Mass. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Boston. 
Mass. 

No.  MC  142231  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  July 
29,  1976.  Applicant:  TRI-L  CONTRACT 
CARRIER,  INC.,  2400  Tower  Place,  3340 
Peachtree  Rd.,  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30326. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Richard  M. 
Tettelbaum,  3379  Peachtree  Road,  NE., 
Suite  375,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Wire,  impregnated 
iron  or  steel  pipe,  and  iron  or  steel  arti¬ 
cles;  and  (2)  such  commodities  as  are 
used  by  or  are  useful  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution  or  sale  of  wire,  impregnated 
iron  or  steel  pipe  and  iron  or  steel  arti¬ 
cles  (except  commodities  which  because 
of  size  or  weight,  require  the  use  of  spe¬ 
cial  equipment),  between  the  plantsite 
and  facilities  utilized  by  the  Oxylance 
Corporation,  in  Cobb  County,  Ga.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  under  a  continuing  contract 
with  Oxylance  Corporation. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga., 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  142278  (Sub-No.'l) .  filed  July 
29,  1976.  Applicant:  NORMAN  PETER¬ 
SON  AND  CHARLES  HEAVTRLAND, 
a  Partnership,  doing  business  as  P  &  H 
TRUCKING,  Box  228,  Flood  wood,  Minn. 
55736.  Applicant’s  representative:  Sam¬ 
uel  Rubenstein,  301  North  Fifth  Street, 
Minneapolis,  Minn.  55403.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Pressed  fl.br eboard,  formed 
panels  for  automotive  use,  from  Flood- 
wood,  Minn.,  to  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  Nor¬ 
walk,  Ohio,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  Van  Dresser  Corpo¬ 
ration. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Minneapolis  or  St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  142280  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
July  22,  1976.  Applicant:  ROBERT  C. 
WEED,  doing  business  as  NORTHERN 
ILLINOIS  TRANSIT,  922  East  Route  20, 
Rock  Falls,  Ill.  61071.  Applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  Daniel  C.  Sullivan,  327  South 
LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  60604.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Refractory  prod¬ 
ucts  and  materials  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  from  Lake  County,  Ind.,  to 
Sterling,  HI.,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contract  with  Northwestern  Steel  & 
Wire  Company. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Sterling 
or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  142292,  filed  July  21,  1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  R.  WARREN  WHITLEY,  Box 


173,  Belleville,  Ontario,  Canada.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  J.  Hirsch, 
Suite  1125,  43  Court  Street,  Buffalo,  N.Y. 
14202.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre-cast 
and  pre-stressed  concrete  structural 
products,  from  ports  of  entry  on  the  In¬ 
ternational  Boundary  Line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  in 
Michigan  and  New  York,  to  points  in 
Michigan,  New  York  and  Ohio,  and,  re¬ 
turned  shipments  of  damaged  and  re¬ 
jected  pre-cast  and  pre-stressed  concrete 
products  in  return,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  Stanley 
Structures  Ltd.  and  Pre-Con  Company, 
Division  of  St.  Marys  Cement  Ltd. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Buffalo, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  142303,  filed  July  28,  1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  CUTLER  &  LEE,  INC.,  Route  73 
&  Regent  Ave.,  Maple  Shade,  N.J.  08052. 
Applicant’s  representative:  George  A. 
Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Ave.,  Jersey  City,  N.J. 
07306.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Vehicles 
for  salvage,  from  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  New  York  and 
Pennsylvania,  to  South  Plainfield,  N.J., 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Fireman’s  Fund  Insurance, 
doing  business  as  Falcon  Customer  Serv¬ 
ice  Center-Fireman’s  Fund  Customer 
Service  Center. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  York,  N.Y.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  142310,  filed  July  26,  1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  H.  O.  WOLDING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
56,  Nelsonville,  Wis.  54458.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Wayne  W.  Wilson,  329 
West  lyilson  Street,  Madison,  Wis. 
53703.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Potato 
products  and  advertising  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk) ,  from  Plover  and 
Beaver  Dam,  Wis.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Stevens  Point  or  Madison,  Wis. 

No.  MC  142311,  filed  July  28,  1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  MR.  STEAK  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  COMPANY,  INC.,  5100  Race  Court, 
Denver,  Colo.  80216.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Charles  J.  Kimball,  350  Capi¬ 
tol  Life  Center,  1600  Sherman  Street, 
Denver,  Colo.  80203.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuffs  and  restaurant  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies,  between  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Mr.  Steak,  Inc.,  located  at  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  Oregon,  Utah,  Washington,  and 
Wyoming,  restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts,  with  Mr.  Steak,  Inc. 


Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver, 
Colo. 

No.  MC  142312,  filed  July  28,  1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  RALPH  JAMES  WOOD- 

WORTH,  doing  business  as  RALPH 
JAMES  WOODWORTH  &  SONS  BULK 
TRANSPORTATION,  17  Saratoga  Drive, 
Englishtown,  N.J.  07726.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  George  A.  Olsen,  69  Ton¬ 
nele  Ave.,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting":  Plastic  granules,  in 
shipper  owned  trailers,  from  Windsor, 
N.J.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  east 
of  and  including  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Oklahoma  and  Texas,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  East¬ 
ern  Sterling  Plastics  Co. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  York,  N.Y.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  142320,  filed  July  21,  1976.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  FLEMING  TRANSPORT  COM¬ 
PANY,  Box  337,  Long  Lake,  Minn.  55356. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  P. 
Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  55118.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  <1* 
Agricultural  implements  and  parts  and 
accessories,  from  Long  Lake,  Minn.,  to 
points  in  Colorado,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Nebraska,  New  York,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia  and  Wisconsin;  and 
(2)  parts,  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  the  commodities  in 

(1)  above,  from  points  in  Colorado,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Illinois.  Indiana,  Iowa,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma.  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Dakota,  Washington  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  to  Long  Lake,  Minn.;  both  (1)  and 

(2)  above  are  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts,  with  Fleming  Mfg. 
Co.,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.  _ 

Passenger  Applications 

No.  MC  29839  (Sub-No.  5) ,  filed  July  2, 
1976.  Applicant:  EVERGREEN  STAG*. 
LINES,  INC.,  9038  N.  Denver,  P.O.  Box 
17306,  Portland,  Oreg.  97217.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Lawrence  V.  Smart,  Jr., 
419  N.W.  23rd  Avenue,  Portland,  Oreg. 
97210.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage  in  one-way  char¬ 
ter  operations  (1)  from  points  in  Mult¬ 
nomah  County,  Oreg.,  and  Clark  County, 
Wash,  to  points  in  Alaska;  and  (2)  from 
points  in  Alaska  to  Multnomah  County, 
Oreg.  and  Clark  County,  Wash. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Portland, 
Oreg. 
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No.  MC  102676  (Sub-No.  13) ,  filed  June 
23,  1976.  Applicant:  WORCESTER  BUS 
CO.,  INC.,  287  Grove  St.,  Worcester, 
Mass.  01605.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Frank  Daniels,  15  Court  Square,  Boston, 
Mass.  02108.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pas¬ 
sengers,  in  special  operations,  from  Ox¬ 
ford,  Webster  and  Worcester,  Mass.,  to 
the  sites  of  Plainfield  Greyhound  Park, 
located  in  Plainfield,  Conn.,  and  Yankee 
Greyhound  Racing^ Inc.  Track,  located 
in  Seabrook,  N.H.,  and  return,  during  the 
racing  seasons. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Worcester 
or  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MGSt140845  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  July 
26,  1976.  Applicant:  HOKE  BUS  LINES, 
INC.,  2600  Willowburn  Avenue,  Dayton, 
Ohio  45427.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Lewis  S.  Witherspoon,  88  East  Broad 
Street,  Suite  930,  Columbus,  Ohio  43215. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  charter  and  special 
operations,  in  round-trip  sightseeing  and 
pleasure  tours,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Darke,  Defiance,  Fulton,  Hard¬ 
in,  Henry,  Mercer,  Paulding,  Van  Wert, 
and  Williams  Counties,  Ohio,  and  extend¬ 
ing  to  points  in  the  United  States,  in¬ 
cluding  Alaska  but  excluding  Hawaii 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ohio. 

Broker  Applications 

No.  MC  12954  (Sub-No.  1)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  June  16, 1976,  published  in  the 
FR  issue  of  July  22,  1976,  republished  as 
corrected  this  issue.  Applicant:  ROGER 
L.  TROMPH,  doing  business  as  TROMP 
TOURS,  19  Coolidge  Park,  Wakefield. 
Mass.  01880.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Frank  Daniels,  15  Court  Square,  Boston, 
Mass.  02108.  Authority  sought  to  engage 
in  operation,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  as  a  broker  at  Wakefield, 
Mass.,  to  sell  or  offer  to  sell  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  Passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  in  charter  and  special  operations, 
under  arrangements  with  motor,  air,  wa¬ 
ter  and  rail  carriers,  beginning  and 
ending  at  points  in  Middlesex  County, 
Mass,  (excluding  Lowell,  Mass.) ,  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  points  in  the  United  States 
(excluding  Alaska  and  Hawaii). 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication 
Is  to  correct  applicant's  requested  authority. 
Applicant  requests  that  his  brokerage  license 
MC  19954  be  revoked  upon  Issuance  of  the 
authority  as  appUed  for.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests  It 
be  held  at  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  130245  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  July 
28,  1976.  Applicant:  ELMER  SCHEF- 
FLER  AND  JEANETTE  SCHEFFLER,  a 
Partnership,  doing  business  as  FOUR 
SEASONS  TOURS,  21  Sandra  Court, 
Saginaw.  Mich.  48605.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Karl  L.  Gottlng.  1200  Bank  of 
Tensing  Bldg.,  Lansing,  Mich.  48933.  Au¬ 


thority  sought  to  engage  in  operation, 
in  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
broker  at  Saginaw,  Mich.,  to  sell  or  offer 
to  sell  the  transportation  of  passengers, 
as  Individual  and  in  groups,  and  their 
baggage  in  the  same  vehicle  with  pas¬ 
sengers,  in  charter  and  special  opera¬ 
tions,  by  air,  water,  motor  and  rail  car¬ 
riers,  beginning  and  ending  at  points  in 
the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan  and 
extending  to  points  in  the  United  States, 
including  Alaska  and  Hawaii  (except 
Flint,  Grand  Rapids,  and  Lansing, 
Mich.). 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Lansing, 
Mich. 

Finance  Applications 

The  following  applications  seek  ap¬ 
proval  to  consolidate,  purchase,  merge, 
lease  operating  rights  and  properties,  or 
acquire  control  through  ownership  of 
stock,  of  rail  carriers  or  motor  carriers 
pursuant  to  Sections  5(2)  or  210a(b)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  granting  of  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  must  be  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  within  30  days  after  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Register  notice.  Such  protest 
shall  comply  with  Special  Rules  240(c) 
or  240(d)  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.240)  and 
shall  include  a  concise  statement  of  Pro¬ 
testant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding.  A 
copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive,  or  applicant,  if  no  representative  is 
named. 

No.  MC-F-12838.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  WEISS  TRUCKING  COM¬ 
PANY,  INC.,  Box  7,  Mongo,  IN.,  46771, 
of  a  portion  of  the  operating  rights  and 
property  of  C  &  K  TRANSPORT,  IN¬ 
CORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  220,  New  Buf¬ 
falo,  MI.,  49117,  and  for  acquisition  by 
LEON  WEISS.  Box  7,  Mongo,  IN.,  46771, 
of  control  of  such  rights  through  the 
purchase.  Applicants’  attorneys:  James 
R.  Stlverson,  1396  West  Fifth  Avenue, 
Columbus,  OH.,  43212,  and  Leonard  D. 
Verdier,  Jr.,  One  Vandenburg  Center, 
Grand  Rapids,  MI.,  49502.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Cement; 
as  a  contract  carrier  over  irregular 
routes,  from  Buffington,  Indiana,  to 
Muskegon,  Michigan  and  points  in  Al¬ 
legan,  Barry,  Eaton,  Ingham,  Livingston, 
Van  Buren,  Kalamazoo,  Calhoun,  Jack- 
son,  Washtenaw,  Berrien.  Cass,  St. 
Joseph,  Branch,  Hillsdale,  and  Lenawee 
Counties,  Michigan;  and,  empty  cement 
sacks,  from  the  above-described  destina¬ 
tion  points  to  Buffington.  Indiana ;  stone, 
(broken,  ground,  crushed,  or  pulverized) 
and  lime,  in  bulk  or  in  bags,  from  Chi¬ 
cago,  Illinois,  to  points  in  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan,  and  points  in 
Lake,  Porter,  La  Porta,  St.  Joseph,  Elk¬ 
hart,  Lagrange,  and  Steuben  Counties, 
Indiana,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized;  fly  ash,  from  Chicago  and 
Romeo,  Illinois,  to  points  in  the  Lower 
Peninsula  of  Michigan,  and  points  In 
Lake,  Porter,  La  Porte,  St.  Joseph,  Elk¬ 


hart,  Lagrange  and  Steuben  Counties, 
Indiana,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized,  with  restrictions;  lime,  from 
points  in  Muskegon  County,  Michigan, 
to  Chicago,  Illinois,  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation  on  return  except 
as  otherwise  authorized,  with  restric¬ 
tions;  cement,  from  Buffington,  Indiana, 
to  points  in  Michigan,  with  no  trans¬ 
portation  for  compensation  on  return  ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  authorized,  with  re¬ 
strictions.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Delaware,  the 
District  of  Columbia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kentucky,  Missouri,  Michigan, 
Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
and  Wisconsin.  Application  has  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-12930.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  SUTHERLAND  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CORP.,  100  Allwood  Ave¬ 
nue,  Central  Islip,  N.Y.,  11722,  of  the 
operating  rights  of  METROPOLITAN 
TRUCK  TRANSPORTATION  INC.,  115 
Jacobus  Avenue,  Kearny,  N.J.,  07032, 
and  for  acquisition  by  VINCENT  JAMES 
BECK,  52  Gauguin  Court,  Middle  Island, 
New  York,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  repre¬ 
sentative:  Gerard  V.  Muldoon,  Vice 
President,  Sutherland  Transportation 
Corp.,  '-100  Allwood  Avenue,  Central 
Islip,  N.Y.,  11722.  Operating  rights 

sought  to  be  transfered:  General  com¬ 
modities,  with  exceptions,  as  a  common 
carrier  over  irregular  routes  between 
New  York,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Newark  and  Elizabeth, 
N.J.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier  in  New  York.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b).  MC 
120648  (Sub  No.  4)  is  a  directly  related 
matter. 

No.  MC-F-12940.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  SMITH’S  TRANSFER 
CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  1000,  Staun¬ 
ton,  VA„  24401,  of  a  portion  of  the 
operating  rights  of  ASSOCIATED 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  THOMAS  J. 
CAHILL,  TRUSTEE  IN  BANKRUPTCY, 
Eastern  &  Moonachie  Avenues,  Carlstadt, 
attorneys:  David  G.  Macdonald,  1000 
Staunton,  VA.,  24401,  of  control  of  such 
rights  through  the  purchase.  Applicants’ 
attorneys:  David  G.  Macdonald,  1000- 
16th  Street^  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C., 
20036,  and  Fritz  R.  Kahn,  1660  L  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  DC..  20036,  and 
Arthur  S.  Olick,  630  Fifth  Avenue,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  10020.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  General 
commodities,  with  exceptions  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  over  regular  routes  between 
Richmond,  Va.  and  Washington,  D.C., 
return  over  the  same  route,  service  is 
authorized  at  all  Intermediate  points 
and  at  the  off-route  points  of  Hopewell, 
Ampthlll,  Deep  Rim  Spur,  those  within 
3  miles  of  said  route  without  restriction, 
those  more  than  3  miles  of  said  route 
and  within  10  miles  of  said  route,  and 
those  within  20  miles  of  Richmond,  re- 
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strlcted  to  traffic  moving  to  or  from 
points  other  than  Washington,  D.C., 
Baltimore,  Md.  and  points  within  5  miles 
of  Baltimore,  between  Lynchburg,  Va., 
and  Richmond,  Va.,  serving  all  Inter¬ 
mediate  points;  and  serving  off-route 
points  within  10  miles  of  said  route; 
from  Lynchburg  over  U.S.  Highway  460 
to  Burkeville,  Va.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  360  to  Richmond,  and  return 
over  the  same  route.  Vendee  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  the  District  of 
Columbia,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,.  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota. 
Tennessee,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
Wisconsin.  Application  has  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-12942.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  GREAT  COASTAL  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  501  South  14th  Street, 
Richmond,  VA  23219,  of  a  portion  of 
the  operating  rights  of  ASSOCIATED 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  THOMAS  J.  CA¬ 
HILL,  TRUSTEE  IN  BANKRUPTCY, 
Eastern  &  Mooachie  Avenues,  Carlstadt, 
N.J.  07072,  and  for  acquisition  by  C.  E. 
ESTES,  501  South  14th  Street,  Rich¬ 
mond,  VA  23219,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  attor¬ 
neys;  David  G.  Macdonald,  1000 — 16th 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036, 
and  Fritz  R.  Kahn,  1660  L  Street,  N.W., 
Washington.  D.C.  20036.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  General 
commodities,  with  exceptions  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  over  regular  routes  between 
New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Roanoke  and  Cov¬ 
ington,  Va.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  serving  the  off-route  points 
of  Schuyler,  Gordonsville,  Orange,  Fred¬ 
ericksburg,  Manassas,  Quantico,  Mar¬ 
shall,  Purcellville,  Alexandria,  Goshen, 
Glascow,  Bueno  Vista,  and  Grostoes,  Va., 
Lancaster,  New  Holland  and  Coatesville, 
Pa.,  Deepwater,  Camden.  Beverly,  and 
Long  Branch,  N.J.,  those  in  Virginia 
within  10  miles  of  the  above-specified 
routes  between  Roanoke  and  Lynchburg, 
Va.,  and  between  Lynchburg  and  the 
Virginia-District  of  Columbia  boundary 
line,  those  in  New  Jersey  within  35  miles 
of  City  Hall,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  those 
in  Nassau  County,  N.Y.,  unrestricted;  all 
other  points  in  New  Jersey  within  35 
miles  of  New  York,  N.Y.,  all  other  points 
in  the  New  York,  N.Y.  Commercial  Zone, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission  off -route 
points  in  Pennsylvania  within  10  miles 
of  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  all  other  points 
within  10  miles  of  the  above-specified 
route  between  Philadelphia  and  New 
York,  and  the  oft-route  points  in  Dela¬ 
ware  within  10  miles  of  the  above-speci¬ 
fied  routes,  restricted  to  traffic  moving  to 
or  from  points  in  Virginia  and  south 
thereof,  and  those  within  5  miles  of 
Baltimore,  Md.,  restricted  to  traffic  mov¬ 
ing  to  or  from  points  south  of  a  20-mile 
radius  of  Richmond,  Va.;  between  Roa¬ 
noke,  Va.,  and  Alexandria  Va.;  between 


Roanoke,  Va.,  and  New  York,  N.Y.;  be¬ 
tween  Roanoke,  Va..  and  Scranton,  Pa.; 
between  'Norfolk,  Va.,  and  State  Road, 
Del.,  serving  intermediate  and  off-route 
points  within  10  miles  of  the  above-speci¬ 
fied  routes  between  Norfolk  and  the  Vir- 
ginia-Maryland  State  line,  unrestricted; 
those  intermediate  points  in  Maryland, 
restricted  to  traffic  moving  to  or  from 
points  in  Virginia,  and  south  thereof; 
and  those  intermediate  and  off-route 
points  in  Delaware  within  10  miles  of  said 
routes,  restricted  to  traffic  moving  to  or 
from  points  in  Virginia  or  south  thereof; 
between  junction  U.S.  Highway  130  and 
New  Jersey  Highway  49  and  junction 
Delaware  Highway  273  (formerly  U.S. 
Highway  40)  and  U.S.  Highway  13,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points,  and  serving 
off-route  points  within  10  miles  of  the 
specified  portion  of  Delaware  Highway 
273. 

Between  Bridgeton,  N.J.,  and  junction 
U.S.  Highway  130  and  U.S.  Highway  1, 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  and  serv¬ 
ing  off-route  points  within  10  miles  of 
said  routes;  between  Trenton,  N.J.,  and 
junction  U.S.  Highway  206  and  U.S. 
Highway  130,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  serving  the  off-route  points 
within  10  miles  of  said  route;  between 
Bedford,  Pa.,  and  the  Middlesex  Toll 
Gate  near  Middlesex,  Pa.,  for  operating 
convenience  only  serving  no  intermediate 
points;  between  Washington,  D.C.,  and 
Gettysburg,  Pa.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  or  destined  to  points  south  of  Wash¬ 
ington,  except  as  otherwise  authorized, 
and  with  no  service  to  or  from  Gettys¬ 
burg;  between  Roanoke,  Va.,  and  New 
York,  N.Y.,  Roanoke  Va.,  and  New  York, 
N.Y.,  serving  intermediate  points  be¬ 
tween  Roanoke,  Va.,  and  New  York,  N.Y., 
restricted  to  delivery  only  northbound, 
and  pickup  only  southbound;  between 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  New  York,  N.Y.; 
between  Lynchburg,  Va.,  and  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.;  between  Baltimore,  Md.,  and 
New  Brunswick,  N.J.;  between  Wilming¬ 
ton,  Del.,  and  Penns  Grove,  N.J.;  Be¬ 
tween  Chester,  Pa.,  and  Bridgeport,  N.J.; 
between  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Easton, 
Pa.;  between  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  Scran¬ 
ton,  Pa.;  between  Amity  Hall,  Pa.,  and 
Sellinsgrove,  Pa.;  between  Kingston,  Pa., 
and  Hazelton,  Pa.;  between  Lynchburg, 
Va.  and  Cumberland,  Md.;  serving  vari¬ 
ous  intermediate  and  off-route  points  in 
connection  with  all  of  the  above  de¬ 
scribed  routes;  the  movement  of  empty 
trucks  is  authorized  from  Shamokin,  Pa., 
over  U.S.  Highway  122  to  Reading,  Pa., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  422  to  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  for  operating  convenience 
only,  when  such  movement  is  incidental 
to  the  transportation  of  property  in  con¬ 
nection  with  said  carrier’s  regular  route 
operations  from  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  be¬ 
tween  Washington,  D.C.,  and  junction 
U.S.  Highway  15  and  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  94  at  York  Springs,  Pa.,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  and  with  no  service 
to  or  from  York  Springs,  Pa.;  between 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Asbury  Park,  N.J., 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  and  serv¬ 
ing  the  off -route  points  of  New  Egypt, 


Wrightstown,  Cassville,  Mount  Holly, 
Moores,  Allentown.  Allen  wood,  Mlllhurst, 
West  Freehold,  Adelphia,  Farmingdale, 
Glendolo,  New  Bedford,  Southard,  Bay 
Head.  Seaside  Heights,  Mantoloking, 
Lanalette,  Island  Heights,  Ocean  Gate, 
Collin gswood,  Haddonfleld,  Merchant- 
ville,  Pennsauken,  Palmyra,  Jamesburg, 
English  town,  Cranbury.  Bor  den  town, 
Roebling,  Florence,  and  Beverly,  N.J., 
and  points  in  Pennsylvania  within  15 
miles  of  Philadelphia,  except  College- 
ville.  Oaks,  Perkiomen  Junction,  and 
Phoenixville,  Pa. 

Between  Philadelphia,  Pa.  and  Atlantic 
City,  N.J.,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
and  serving  the  off -route  points  of  Vine- 
land,  Millville,  Bridgeton,  Paulsboro,  Pal¬ 
myra,  Merchantvi’le,  Pennsauken,  Col- 
Ungswood,  Woodbury,  Haddonfleld, 
Wood-Lynne,  Clementon,  Laurel  Springs, 
Magnolia  Tans  boro,  Atco,  Hammonton. 
Ventnor,  Margate  City,  Longport,  Ocean 
City,  Thorofare,  Leonards,  and  Brigan¬ 
tine,  N.J.;  between  South  Amboy,  N.J., 
and  Asbury  Park,  N.J.,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  and  serving  the  off-route 
points  of  Union  Beach.  Matzo,  Keans  - 
bury.  Port  Monmouth.  New  Monmouth, 
Belford,  Leonards,  Atlantic  Highlands, 
Navesink,  Highlands,  Navesink,  High¬ 
lands,  Locust,  Fairhaven.  Rumson,  Little 
Silver,  Oceanport,  Oakhurst,  Neptune, 
Hamilton,  Long  Branch.  Monmouth 
Beach,  GaUlee,  Seabright,  Wayside,  Tin- 
ton  Falls,  Scobevville,  Phalanx,  Lincroft, 
Everett.  Ocean  Grove,  Bradley  Beach, 
and  Hiltons,  N.J.;  between  Elizabeth, 
N.J.,  and  Somerville,  N.J.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  and  serving  the  off- 
route  points  of  Picton,  Goodmans.  Avon 
Park,  Potter,  Oak  Tree,  South  Plainfield, 
New  Market,  South  Found  Brook,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Finderne,  ManvilJe,  Weston,  East 
Millstone.  Woods  Tavern,  Royce  Valley, 
Kenilworth  and  Netherwood,  N.J.;  be¬ 
tween  Newark,  N.J.,  and  Trenton,  N.J., 
serving  a’l  intermediate  points,  and  serv¬ 
ing  the  off-route  points  of  Clyde,  Middle- 
bush,  Briggstown,  Ricky  Hill,  Harlington, 
HiUsboro,  Blccicwel’s  Mil’s,  Granton, 
Lenox.  Marion.  Woodside.  Colonia.  Iselin, 
Menlo  Park,  Stelton,  Voorhees  and  King¬ 
ston,  N.J.;  between  Newark,  N.J.,  and 
Somerville.  N.J.,  serving  a’l  intermediate 
points,  and  serving  the  off-route  points 
of  Kenilworth.  Irvington,  Vaux  Hall. 
Maplewood,  Mi”bum.  Short  Hill,  Sum¬ 
mit,  Chatham.  New  Providence,  Murray 
Hill,  Beverlv  Heights,  Gillette,  Stirling. 
Warren ville.  Mount  Betoe’,  and  Martins¬ 
ville,  N.J.;  between  Newark,  N.J.,  and 
Dover,  N.J.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  serving  the  off-route  points 
of  South  Orange.  Floral  Park,  Madison. 
Cedar  Knolls.  Green  Village,  Pleasant- 
dale,  Roseland,  Tabor,  Derrville,  Hock- 
away,  Wharton,  Silver  Lake,  Watsessing 
Avenue  Junction,  and  Whippanv,  N.J.; 
between  Newark,  N.J.,  and  Mahawah, 
N.J.,  serving  all  intermediate  points,  and 
serving  the  off -route  points  of  Belleville, 
Nutley,  Avondale,  Passaic,  Clifton,  Wal- 
lington,  Garfield,  Delawanna,  Arlington, 
West  Arlington,  South  Kearny,  Oradell, 
Emerson,  Westwood,  Hillside,  Woodcliff 
Lake,  Park  Hidge,  Montvale,  Upper  Sad- 
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die  River,  Glen  Rock,  Midland  Park, 
Wortendyke,  Kingsland,  Moonachie, 
Teterboro,  Allwood,  Pair  lawn.  Forest 
Hills,  Areola,  and  East  Newark,  N.J.;  be¬ 
tween  Newark,  N.J.,  and  Freehold,  N.J., 
serving  all  intermediate  points  and  serv¬ 
ing  the  off -route  points  of  Nixon,  Parlin, 
Runyan,  Cheescuake,  Holmdel,  Jersey - 
ville,  Millhurst,  Manalapan,  Englishtown, 
Tracey,  Emston,  Sewaren,  and  Wicka- 
tunk,  N.J. 

Between  Newark,  N.J.,  and  Butler,  N.J., 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  and  serv¬ 
ing  the  off -route  points  of  Glen  Ridge, 
Upper  Montclair,  Great  Notch,  Little 
Falls,  Caldwell,  West  Caldwell,  Essex,  Es¬ 
sex  Falls,  Pine  Brook,  North  Caldwell, 
Fairfield,  Kinnelon,  Pompton  Lakes, 
Oakland,  Pompton,  Darlington,  Franklin 
Lakes,  Lake  View,  Prospect  Park,  Center¬ 
ville,  Radbum,  Richfield,  Watsessing, 
Albion  Place,  Bloomfield,  Glenridge,  and 
Mountain  View,  N.J.;  between  Jersey 
City,  N.J.,  and  Alpine,  NJ.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  and  serving  the  off- 
route  points  of  Secaucus,  Bergenfield, 
Dumont,  Howarth,  Cl  os  ter,  Norwood, 
North  vale,  Harrington  Park,  Grantwood, 
Soho,  Hoboken,  West  Hoboken,  Week- 
hawken.  West  Bergen,  Union  City,  Al- 
dene,  West  New  York,  New  Durham,  Gut- 
tenburg.  Hudson  Heights,  Cliffside, 
Edgewater,  Palisades  Park,  Ridgefield 
Park,  Coytesville,  Engelwood,  Babbitt, 
and  Creskill,  N.J.;  between  New  York, 
N.Y.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  and  serving  the  off- 
route  points  of  Grass elli,  Tremley,  Trem- 
ley  Point,  Carteret,  Warners,  Chrome, 
Port  Reading,  Sewaren,  Maurer,  Fords, 
Boonhamton,  Millville,  Greensand,  South 
River,  Old  Bridge,  Spotswood,  Helmetta, 
Jamesburg,  Deans,  Dayton,  Hoffman, 
Prospect  Plain,  Cranbury,  Hightstown, 
Plainsboro,  Lawrence,  Edinburg,  Dutch 
Neck,  Windsor,  Robbinsvllle,  Piscataway, 
Hamilton  Square.  Mercerville,  Bayonne, 
Bayway,  Port  Newark,  Alton,  Fort  Mer¬ 
cer,  Ampere,  Bergen  Point,  Boynton 
Beach,  Brookdale,  Communlpaw,  Eliza¬ 
beth  port,  Avenal,  and  Mull  town,  N.J.,  all 
points  in  Pennsylvania  within  IS  miles 
of  Philadelphia  except  Collegeville,  Oaks, 
Perkiomen  junction,  and  Phoenixville, 
Pa.,  and  those  in  the  New  York,  N.Y„ 
Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission;  between  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
Somerville,  N.J.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points,  and  serving  the  off -route  points 
of  Palisades,  Little  Ferry,  West  Engle¬ 
wood,  New  Bridge,  Riverside,  New  Mil¬ 
ford,  Fairhaven,  Hawthorne,  Haledon, 
North  Haledon,  Fox  Hill,  New  Vernon, 
South  Paterson,  Basking  Ridge,  Lyons, 
Millington,  Liberty  Comer,  Mandham, 
North  Patterson,  Leonia,  Warren  Point, 
Bogota,  and  Dundee,  N.J.,  and  those  in 
the  New  York,  N.Y.,  Commercial  zone,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission;  between 
Sunbury,  Pa.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  serv¬ 
ing  no  intermediate  points. 

Between  Waynesboro,  Va.,  and  Junc¬ 
tion  Virginia  Highway  12  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11;  service  is  not  authorized  to  or 
from  the  intermediate  points;  between 
Strasburg,  Va.,  and  Gainesville,  Va.;  serv¬ 
ice  is  not  authorized  to  or  from  the  ter¬ 


mini  or  intermediate  points,  except  as 
otherwise  authorized;  between  Junction 
U.S.  Highway  11  and  DA  Highway  220, 
North  of  Roanoke,  Va„  and  Clifton 
Forge,  Va.;  service  Is  not  authorized  to 
or  from  the  termini  or  intermediate 
points  except  as  otherwise  authorized; 
serving  the  facilities  of  PPG  Industries, 
Inc.,  near  Mt.  Holly  Springs  (Cumber¬ 
land  County) ,  Pa.,  as  an  off -route  point 
in  connection  with  carrier’s  authorized 
regular  route  operations;  serving  the 
facilities  of  the  Western  Electric  Com¬ 
pany,  Incorporated  at  or  near  Martins  - 
burg,  W.  Va.,  as  an  off-route  point  in 
connection  with  carrier’s  presently  au¬ 
thorized  regular-route  operations  via 
Hagerstown,  Md.,  and  Winchester,  Va.; 
between  Winchester,  Va.,  and  Baltimore, 
Md.,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operating 
convenience  only,  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  regular  route  operation,  serving 
no  intermediate  points;  between  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  and  junction  Delaware  High¬ 
way  404  and  U.S.  Highway  13  near 
Bridgeville,  Del.,  as  an  alternate  route  for 
operating  convenience  only  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  carrier’s  regular  route  opera¬ 
tions,  serving  no  intermediate  points, 
with  restrictions;  Vendee  is  authorized 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Kentucky, 
Maine,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Car¬ 
olina,  Tennessee,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
and  Wisconsin.  Application  has  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F- 12943.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  J.  B.  HUNT  TRANSPORT, 
INC.  P.O.  Box  200,  Highway  71  North, 
Lowell,  Arkansas,  72745,  of  the  operat¬ 
ing  rights  of  BREDEHOETT  PRODUCE 
COMPANY.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  7,  Decatur, 
Arkansas,  72722,  and  for  acquisition  by 
THE  J.  B.  HUNT  COMPANY.  P.O.  Box 
200,  Lowell.  Arkansas,  72743,  of  control  of 
such  rights  through  the  purchase.  Ap¬ 
plicants’  representative:  Ralph  B.  Har¬ 
lan,  204  Highway  71  North  Suite  3, 
Springdale.  Arkansas,  72764.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Empty 
cans  and  closures  therefor,  as  a  common 
carrier  over  irregular  routes  from  Arling¬ 
ton  and  Houston,  Tex.,  and  New  Orleans 
and  Harvey,  La.,  to  Siloam  Springs,  Ark; 
raw  sugar,  in  bags  from  New  Orleans, 
La.,  to  Siloam  Springs,  Ark.;  canned 
goods  and  dog  food,  from  the  plant  sites 
of  Allen  Canning  Company  located  at 
Gentry,  Aik.,  at  Siloam  Springs,  Ark., 
at  a  point  approximately  10  miles  east  of 
Siloam  Springs,  Ark.,  at  Kansas,  Okla., 
and  at  Proctor,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Kansas,  (except  Kansas  City  and 
points  within  its  commercial  zone  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission),  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Maryland,  Ohio,  Oregon, 
Pennsylvania,  Texas,  Virginia,  Washing¬ 
ton  and  West  Virginia,  with  restrictions; 
canned  goods  and  dog  food,  from  the 
plant  sites  of  Allen  Canning  Company 
located  at  Gentry,  Ark.,  Siloam  Springs, 
Ark.,  a  point  approximately  10  miles  east 


of  Siloam  Springs,  Ark.,  Kansas,  Okla., 
and  Proctor,  Okla,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  North  Carolina.  South 
Carolina,  and  Tennessee  (except  Mem¬ 
phis  and  points  within  its  commercial 
zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission) ; 
foodstuffs,  vinegar,  alcohol  and  ammon¬ 
ia  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Rogers,  Ark.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  with 
restrictions;  glass  and  plastic  containers, 
including  closures  and  corrugated  paper 
cartons  therefor,  from  Jackson,  Miss., 
New  Orleans,  La.,  Palestine,  Tex.,  and 
Okmulgee.  San  Springs,  Ada,  and  Mus¬ 
kogee,  Okla,  to  Rogers,  Ark.,  with  restric¬ 
tions;  sugar,  (except  liquid,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles),  from  Supreme,  La.  to 
Rogers,  Ark.;  fertilizer,  from  Selma,  Mo., 
to  Rogers.  Aik.;  feed  ingredients,  from 
the  plant  site  of  Occidental  Chemical 
Company  located  near  White  Springs, 
Fla.,  to  points  in  Arkansas  and  Missouri; 
citrus  products  and  tomato  juice,  (except 
in  bulk),  from  Weslaco,  Tex.,  to  points 
in  Arkansas,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Missouri.  Oklahoma,  and  Wis¬ 
consin,  with  restrictions.  Vendee  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  all  the  States  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii) .  Application 
has  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-12944.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  CASE  HEAVY  HAULING, 
INC.,  3893  Market  Street,  N.E.,  Warren, 
OH  44484,  of  the  operating  rights  and 
property  of  CASE  DRIVEWAY,  INC.,  100 
22nd  Street,  Huntington,  W.VA  25714, 
and  for  acquisition  by  ORIN  S.  NEIMAN, 
3893  Market  Street.  N.E.,  Warren,  OH 
44484,  of  control  of  such  rights  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants  attorneys:  Paul 
F.  Berry,  8  East  Broad  Street,  Columbus, 
OH  43215,  John  Freidman,  2930  Putnam 
Avenue,  Hurricane,  W.VA  25556,  and 
Robert  Frazier,  P.O.  Box  1004,  Hunting- 
ton,  W.VA  25701.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  Automobiles, 
trucks,  bodies,  cabs,  chassis  and  un¬ 
finished  automobiles,  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  over  irregular  routes  between  points 
in  Wayne  County  and  Warren  Township 
(Macomb  County) ,  Mich.,  New  automo¬ 
biles,  new  trucks,  new  bodies,  new  cabs, 
new  chassis,  and  unfinished  automobiles, 
in  initial  movements,  in  truckaway  and 
driveaway  service,  from  places  of  manu¬ 
facture  and  assembly  in  Wayne  County, 
Mich.,  and  Toledo,  Ohio  to  Ashland, 
Louis ia,  Palntsville,  and  Pikeville,  Ky.; 
Richmond  and  Knightstown,  Ind.;  and 
Lima,  Piqua,  and  Elyria,  Ohio;  points  in 
Meigs,  Gallia,  Lawrence,  Washington, 
and  Scioto  Counties,  Ohio,  Cabell,  Put¬ 
nam,  Kanawha,  Fayette,  Greenbrier, 
Monroe,  Summers,  Raleigh,  Mercer,  Mc¬ 
Dowell,  Wyoming,  Logan,  Boone,  Mingo, 
Wayne,  Lincoln,  Mason,  Jackson,  Wood 
Ritchie,  Roane,  Webster,  and  Nicholas 
Counties,  W.Va.,  points  in  that  part  of 
Virginia  west  of  U.S.  Highway  220  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  60;  and  points  in 
North  Carolina  and  South  Carolina;  and 
from  places  of  manufacture  in  Willow 
Run  (Washtenaw  County,  Mich.,  to  Ash¬ 
land,  Louisa,  Palntsville  and  Pikeville, 
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Ky.;  Richmond  and  Knights  town,  Ind.; 
Lima,  Piqua,  and  Elyria,  Ohio;  points  In 
Meigs,  Gallia,  Lawrence,  Washington, 
and  Scioto  Counties,  Ohio;  points  in 
Cabell,  Putnam,  Kanawha,  Fayette, 
Greenbrier,  Monroe,  Summers,  Raleigh, 
Mercer,  McDowell,  Wyoming,  Logan, 
Boone,  Mingo,  Wayne,  Lincoln,  Mason, 
Jackson,  Wood,  Ritchie,  Roane,  Webster, 
and  Nicholas  Counties,  W.Va.;  points  in 
-  that  part  of  Virginia  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  220  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  60, 
including  points  on  indicated  portions  of 
the  highways  specified,  and  points  in 
North  Carolina  and  South  Carolina,  and 
Returned  or  rejected  shipments  of  the 
above-specified  commodities,  from  the 
Immediately  above-specified  destination 
points  to  Willow  Run  (Washtenaw 
County) ,  Mich. 

Automobiles,  trucks,  bodies,  cabs,  and 
chassis,  new,  used,  unfinished,  and/or 
wrecked  in  secondary  movement,  in 
truckaway  and  driveaway  service,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Wayne  County,  Mich.; 
Ashland,  Louisa,  Paintsville,  and  Pike- 
ville,  Ky.;  Richmond  and  Knightstown, 
Ind.;  Toledo,  Lima,  Piqua,  Elyria,  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Datyon,  Springfield,  Xenia,  and 
Columbus,  Ohio;  points  in  Meigs,  Gallia, 
Lawrence,  Washington,  and  Scioto  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ohio;  Cabell,  Putnam,  Kanawha, 
Fayette,  Greenbrier,  Monroe,  Summers, 
Raleigh,  Mercer,  McDowell,  Wyoming, 
Logan,  Boone,  Mingo,  Wayne,  Lincoln, 
Mason,  Jackson,  Wood,  Ritchie,  Roane, 
Webster,  and  Nicholas  Counties,  W.  Va., 
points  in  that  part  of  Virginia  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  220  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  60;  and  points  in  North  Caro¬ 
lina  and  South  Carolina.  Wrecked  and 
disabled  motor  equipment,  between 
points  in  West  Virginia,  Ohio,  and  points 
in  that  part  of  Kentucky  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  27.  Acetylene,  between 
Fairchance,  Pa.,  Huntington  and 
Nemours,  W.  Va.,  Falls  Mills,  Va.,  and 
points  within  10  miles  of  each.  Com¬ 
modities  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  West  Virginia,  Virginia, 
Ohio,  Kentucky,  and  points  in  that  part 
of  Pennsylvania  west  of  U.S.  Highway  15; 
Such  bulk  commodities  as  are  trans¬ 
ported  in  dump  truck,  and  building  mate¬ 
rials,  between  points  in  Gallia,  Lawrence, 
and  Scioto  Counties,  Ohio;  Boyd,  Carter, 
Greenup,  Lawrence,  Johnson,  Floyd, 
Martin,  and  Pike  Counties,  Ky.;  and 
points  in  that  part  of  West  Virginia  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  21;  Agricultural  ma¬ 
chinery  and  agricultural  implements  as 
defined  in  appendix  XII  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  and  component 
parts  thereof  when  moving  therewith; 
tractors,  other  than  farm  and  truck  trac¬ 
tors,  and  mowers,  graders,  shovels,  load¬ 
ers  and  attachments  and.  component 
parts  thereof,  when  moving  therewith, 
from  Racine.  Wis..  Bettendorf  and 
Burlington,  Iowa,  Rockford  and  Rock 
Island,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Ohio,  and  to 
those  in  Barbour.  Boone,  Braxton. 
Brooke,  Cabell,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Dod¬ 
dridge,  Gilmer,  Hancock,  Harrison,  Jack- 
son,  Kanawha,  Lewis,  Lincoln,  Logan, 


Marlon,  Marshall,  Mason,  Mingo, 
Monongalia,  Ohio.  Pleasants,  Preston, 
Putnam,  Ritchie.  Roane.  Taylor,  Tyler, 
Upshur,  Wayne,  Wetzel,  Wirt  and  Wood 
Counties,  W.  Va.,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized;  Mine  and  pit  cars, 
from  Huntington,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Kentucky,  and  Virginia,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 

Iron  and  steel  articles  as  described  in 
Appendix  V  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  except  reinforcing  steel,  from  Hun¬ 
tington,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in  Kentucky 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise  author¬ 
ized;  Self-propelled  articles,  each  weigh¬ 
ing  15,000  pounds  or  more,  and  related 
machinery,  tools,  parts,  and  supplies 
moving  in  connection  therewith,  between 
points  in  Gallia,  Lawrence  and  Scioto 
Counties,  Ohio,  and  points  in  Boyd.  Car¬ 
ter,  Greenup,  Lawrence,  Johnson,  Floyd, 
Martin,  and  Pike  Counties,  Ky.,  and  those 
in  that  part  of  West  Virginia  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  21;  Iron  and  steel  and  iron  and 
steel  articles  as  described  in  Appendix  V 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209.;  from 
points  in  Cabell  and  Wayne  Counties, 
W.  Va.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Oklahoma, 
and  Missouri  (except  St.  Louis  and  points 
in  Missouri  within  the  St.  Louis  com¬ 
mercial  zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion),  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized,  from  Huntington,  W.  Va..  to 
points  in  Iowa,  Maine,  New  Hampshire, 
Vermont,  Kansas,  South  Dakota,  and 
Wisconsin,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized;  Iron  and  steel  and  iron 
and  steel  articles  as  described  in  Appen¬ 
dix  V  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209, 
from  Huntington,  W.  Va.,  to  ports  of  en¬ 
try  on  the  United  States-Canada  Bound¬ 
ary  line  at  or  near  Sweetgrass,  Mont., 
International  Falls,  Minn.,  Port  Huron 
and  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  Niagara  Falls 
and  Alexandria  Bay,  N.Y.,  with  no  trans¬ 
portation  for  compensation  on  return 
except  as  otherwise  authorized:  Mining 
machinery  and  parts  thereof,  from 
Charleroi,  Pa.,  to  the  ports  of  entry  on  the 
United  States-Canada  Boundary  line  at 
or  near  Port  Huron  and  Detroit,  Mich., 
and  Niagara  Falls  and  Alexandria  Bay, 
N.Y.,  with  no  transportation  for  compen¬ 
sation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized. 

Iron  and  steel  articles  as  described  in 
Appendix  V  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  from  Huntington,  W.Va.,  to  points  in 
Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Minnesota, 
Montana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon, 
and  Wyoming,  with  no  transportation 
for  compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized;  Iron  and  steel  and 
iron  and  steel  articles,  as  described  in 
Appendix  V  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  (except  those  commodities  which, 
because  of  size  or  weight,  require  special 


equipment  and  except  those  articles  of 
iron  and  steel  which  are  building  mate¬ 
rials),  from  Huntington,  W.  Va.,  to  At¬ 
lanta,  Brunswick,  and  Woodline,  Ga„  and 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Louisiana, 
Texas,  and  Mississippi  (except  Tupelo 
and  points  on  U.S.  Highway  45  between 
the  Mississippi-Tennessee  State  line  and 
Tupelo  and  except  Corinth  and  points  on 
U.S.  Highway  72  between  the  Mississippi- 
Alabama  State  line  and  Corinth)  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized; 
Iron  and  steel,  and  iron  and  steel  articles 
as  described  in  Appendix  V  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  (except  those  which 
because  of  their  size  or  weight  require 
special  equipment  and  except  those  com¬ 
modities  which  are  building  materials), 
from  Huntington.  W.  Va.,  to  points  in 
Michigan  north  of  Michigan  Highway  21, 
with  no  transportation  for  compensation 
on  return  except  as  otherwise  authorized; 
Iron  and  steel  and  iron  and  steel  articles, 
from  Parkersburg,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Florida,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  New  York,  Rhode  Island,  and 
Texas,  and  those  points  in  New  Jersey  in 
that  part  of  the  New  York,  N.Y.,  com¬ 
mercial  zone,  as  defined  in  the  fifth  sup¬ 
plemental  report  in  Commercial  Zones 
and  Terminal  Areas,  53  M.C.C.  451,  with¬ 
in  which  local  operations  may  be  con¬ 
ducted  under  the  exemption  provided  by 
Section  203(b)  (8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (the  exempt  zone),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn  except  as  otherwise  authorized; 
Electrical  underfloor  distribution  systems 
and  parts  thereof,  and  prefabricated 
metal  buildings  and  parts  thereof,  except 
trailers  designed  to  be  drawn  by  passen¬ 
ger  automobiles,  and  buildings,  in  sec¬ 
tions,  mounted  on  wheeled  undercar¬ 
riages  with  hitch-ball  connector,  from 
Parkersburg,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
California,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Kansas. 
Minnesota,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico.  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma. 
Oregon,  South  Dakota,  Texas,  Utah, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 

Mining  and  tunneling  machinery,  and 
mining  and  tunneling  machinery  parts, 
between  points  in  Boyd  County  Ky.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Alabama,  Arizona,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Illinois,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Montana, 
Nevada,  New  Jersey,  New  Mexico,  NewT 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Texas.  Utah, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and 
Wyoming;  Iron  and  steel  articles,  from 
Huntington,  W.  Va.,  to  roints  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Idaho,  North  Dakota,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Utah,  and  Wash¬ 
ington,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized.  Expansion  bolts,  expansion 
bolt  shields,  anchors,  and  plates,  inci¬ 
dental  to,  and  used  in  connection  with 
mining  operations,  from  Pittsburgh  and 
Johnstown,  Pa.,  and  Cleveland,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  West  Virginia  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  60  extending 
through  Huntington,  Charleston,  and 
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White  Sulphur  Springs,  W.  Va.;  points  in 
Buchanan,  Dickenson,  Lee  and  Wise 
Counties,  Va.;  and  those  in  that  part  of 
Kentucky  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State 
line  and  extending  along  UJ3.  Highway 
25W  to  Corbin,  Ky.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  25  through  Lexington,  Ky.,  to 
Erlanger,  Ky.,  and  thence  north  along 
a  straight  line  through  Constance,  Ky.,  to 
the  Kentucky-Ohio  State  line,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on  re¬ 
turn  except  as  otherwise  authorized,  with 
restrictions.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Ohio,  West 
Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  Mary¬ 
land,  District  of  Columbia,  New  York, 
Connecticut,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Michigan,  Delaware,  Kentucky, 
Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Tennessee,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Rhode  Is1  and,  A’abama,  Arizona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
braska.  Nevada,  New  Mexico.  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Oklahoma.  Oregon,  South  Dakota. 
Texas,  Utah,  Washington.  Wisconsin, 
and  Wyoming.  Application  has  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  Section 
210a(b>. 

No.  MC-F-12945.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  BOWMAN  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  17744  (Cedar  G  ove 
Road),  Atlanta,  GA.,  30316,  of  the  op¬ 
erating  rights  and  property  of  BRING- 
WALD  TRANSFER.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  685, 
2820  Decker  Road,  Vincennes,  IN.,  57591, 
and  for  acquisition  by  RALPH  M.  BOW¬ 
MAN,  P.O.  Box  17744,  Atlanta.  GA., 
30316,  of  control  of  such  rights  and 
properties  through  the  purchase.  Appli¬ 
cants’  attorney:  Charles  Ephraim,  Suite 
600,  1250  Connecticut  Ave.,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  200r'6,  a^d  A.  Charles  Tell, 
Suite  1800,  100  East  Broad  St.,  Colum¬ 
bus,  OH.,  43215.  Operating  rights  sought 
to  be  transferred :  Fresh  fruits  and  vege¬ 
tables.  in  truckloads,  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  over  irregular  routes  from  Vincen¬ 
nes,  Ind.,  and  points  within  60  miles  of 
Vincennes,  to  Louisville,  Ky.,  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  points  in  Illinois,  and  those  in  that 
part  of  Ohio  on,  and  south  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40,  from  the  Indlana-Ohio  state  line 
to  Columbus,  and  on  and  west  of  Ohio 
Highway  3,  from  Columbus  to  Cincin¬ 
nati;  general  commodities,  with  excep¬ 
tions,  between  Vincennes,  Evansville, 
Bedford.  New  Albany,  Princeton,  Shoals, 
Sullivan,  Jasper,  and  Terre  Haute,  Ind., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Henderson  and  Louisvi’le,  Ky.,  St. 
Louis.  Mo.,  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  points 
in  Illinois;  between  the  facilities  of 
Anaconda  Aluminum  Company,  located 
at  or  near  Sebree,  Ky.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  and  Ohio,  ard  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  with 
restriction;  carnival  equipment  and  sup¬ 
plies.  in  truckloads,  between  points  in 
Indiana  and  Illinois;  household  goods,  as 
defined  in  Practices  of  Motor  Common 
Carriers  of  Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C, 
467,  in  truckloads,  between  points  in 
Knox  County,  Indiana,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Hen¬ 


derson  and  Louisville.  Ky.,  and  points  in 
Illinois  and  Ohio;  paper  products,  in  less- 
than-truckload  shipments,  from  Vin¬ 
cennes,  Ind.,  to  Henderson  and  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.,  and  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  from  Vin¬ 
cennes,  Ind.,  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio  and  all 
points  in  Illinois;  damaged,  refused,  or 
rejected  shipments  of  paper  products, 
from  Henderson  and  Louisville,  Ky.,  and 
from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Vincennes,  In¬ 
diana:  petroleum  products,  in  contain¬ 
ers,  from  Wood  River,  Ill.,  to  Bicknell, 
Bloomington,  Jasonville,  Linton,  Oak¬ 
land  City,  and  Washington,  Ind.;  empty 
containers,  for  petroleum  products,  from 
the  above-specified  destination  points  to 
Wood  River,  HI.;  waste  paper,  in  bales, 
from  Columbus  and  Dayton,  Ohio,  to 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.;  paper  products,  in 
truckload  shipments  only,  from  Terre 
Haute,  Ind.,  to  Columbus  and  Dayton, 
Ohio;  roll  paper,  (jute  liner),  from  St. 
Marys.  Ohio,  to  Vincennes  and  Terre 
Haute,  Ind. 

Scrap  paper,  from  Vincennes,  Terre 
Haute  and  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  to  St. 
Marys,  Ohio,  return  with  no  transporta¬ 
tion  for  compensation  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized;  used  empty  containers 
and.  pallets,  between  Vincennes,  Evans¬ 
ville,  Bedford,  New  Albany,  Princeton, 
Shoals,  Sullivan,  Jasper,  and  Terre 
Haute.  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Henderson,  Louisville  and 
Owensboro,  Ky.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Cincin¬ 
nati.  Columbus,  Dayton  and  St.  Marys, 
Ohio,  and  points  in  Illinois;  paper  prod¬ 
ucts,  from  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  to  St.  Marys 
and  Napoleon,  Ohio;  strawboard,  from 
Miamisburg,  Ohio  and  Chicago  and  Mt. 
Carmel,  Ill.  to  Vincennes,  Ind.;  scrap 
paper,  from  Evansville,  Ind.,  to  Mt.  Car¬ 
mel,  Hi.,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Miamis¬ 
burg.  Ohio,  Louisville  and  Murray,  Ky., 
Chicago.  HI.,  and  Memphis  and  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.,  to  Vincennes,  Ind.;  lumber, 
from  Memphis.  Tenn.,  to  Vincennes, 
Ind.;  sulfate  of  Aluminum,  from  East 
St.  Louis,  Ill.,  to  Vincennes,  Ind.;  empty 
Rosin  drums,  from  Vincennes,  Ind.,  to 
Kalamazoo,  Mich.;  rosin  and  rosin  siz¬ 
ing,  in  drums,  from  Kalamazoo,  Mich., 
to  Vincennes.  Ind.;  strawboard,  corru¬ 
gated  paper,  chipboard  and  fillers,  from 
Vincennes,  Ind.,  to  St.  Louis.  Mo.,  and 
points  and  places  in  Ohio  south  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
Indiana  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  Delphos,  Ohio,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  308  to  Kenton,  Ohio, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  68  to  Xenia, 
Ohio,  and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  42 
to  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  those  in  that  part 
of  Kentucky  west  of  U.S.  Highway  25 
and  U.S.  Highway  25E,  those  in  that 
part  of  Michigan  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
16,  those  in  that  part  of  niinois  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Hlinois-Wisconsin 
State  line  and  extending  south  along  U.S. 
Highway  51  to  El  Paso,  Ill.,  thence  south 
of  a  line  extending  from  El  Paso  along 
U.S.  Highway  24  to  the  Mississippi  River, 
and  those  in  Tennessee,  including  the 
points  named  and  those  on  the  indicated 
portions  of  the  highways  specified,  re¬ 
turn  with  no  transportation  for  compen¬ 
sation  except  as  otherwise  authorized  to 


the  above-specified  origin  points;  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  junk  and 
salvage  companies,  from  Vincennes,  Ind., 
to  Chicago  and  East  St.  Louis,  HI.,  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  return  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  authorized,  to  the 
above-specified  origin  point;  paper  (new, 
old,  scrap  and  waste),  and  such  com¬ 
modities  as  are  dealt  in  by  junk  and  sal¬ 
vage  dealers,  from  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to 
Vincennes,  Ind.,  return  with  no  trans-  * 
portation  for  compensation  except  as 
otherwise  authorized  to  the  above  speci¬ 
fied  origin  points;  fl. berboard  and  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  used  in  packaging 
eggs,  from  Vincennes,  Ind.,  to  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  points  and  places  in  Ohio  west  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana- 
Ohio  State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  Delphos,  Ohio,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  30S  to  Kenton.  Ohio, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  68  to  Xenia, 
Ohio,  and  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  42 
to  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  points  and  places  in 
Kentucky  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highways 
25  and  25E,  points  and  places  in  Michi¬ 
gan  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  16. 
points  and  places  in  Illinois  south  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Hlinois- 
Wisconsin  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  51  to  El  Paso,  Ill.,  and 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  the 
Mississippi  River,  and  points  and  places 
in  Tennessee,  including  points  on  the 
highways  named. 

Scrap  paper,  from  the  destination  ter¬ 
ritory  described  above  to  Vincennes, 
Ind.;  fiberboard,  from  Quincy,  HI.,  to 
Vincennes,  Ind.;  lumber,  from  Grayville 
and  Karnak,  Ill.,  to  Vincennes,  Ind.; 
sizing,  from  East  St.  Louis,  HI.,  St.  Louis 
and  Maplewood,  Mo.,  to  Vincennes,  Ind.; 
skids,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  points  in 
Ohio  south  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Indiana-Ohlo  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Del¬ 
phos,  Ohio,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
30S  to  Kenton.  Ohio,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  68  to  Xenia,  Ohio,  and  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  42  to  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,  points  in  Kentucky  west  of  a  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  25  from 
Covington  to  Corbin,  Ky.,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  25E  to  the  Kentucky- 
Tennessee  State  line,  points  in  Michigan 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  16,  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois  east  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Hlinois-Wisconsin  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  51  to  El 
Paso,  HI.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24 
to  the  Mississippi  River,  near  Quincy,  Ill., 
and  points  in  Tennessee,  including  points 
on  the  indicated  portions  of  the  Wphvrvs 
described,  to  Vincennes,  Ind.,  return  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  authorized;  paper  and 
paper  products,  from  the  plant  sites  of 
the  Packaging  Corporation  of  America 
and  the  Vincennes  Paper  Mill.  Inc.,  at 
Vincennes,  Indiana,  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri;  and  scrap  paper,  from  points  in 
Missouri  to  the  plant  sites  of  the  Pack¬ 
aging  Corporation  of  America  and  the 
Vincennes  Paper  Mill,  Inc.,  at  Vin¬ 
cennes,  Indiana,  with  restrictions;  steel 
wire,  from  Alton,  HI.,  to  Washington, 
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Xnd.,  with  no  transportation  for  compen¬ 
sation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized,  with  restrictions.  Vendee  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  in  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Texas,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  and  West  Virginia.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-12948.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  J.V.  McNICHOLAS  TRANS¬ 
FER  CO.,  555  West  Federal  Street, 
Youngstown,  OH.,  44501,  of  a  portion  oft, 
the  operating  rights  of  ASSOCIATED 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  THOMAS  J.  CA¬ 
HILL,  TRUSTEE  IN  BANKRUPTCY, 
c/o  Arthur  S.  Olick,  39th  Floor,  630  Fifth 
Avenue,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10020,  and  for 
acquisition  by  HENRY  McNICHOLAS, 
1374  Virginia  Trail,  Youngstown,  OH., 
44505,  of  control  of  such  rights  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorneys:  Paul 
F.  Beery,  L.  P.  A.,  8  E.  Broad  Street.  9th 
Floor,  Columbus,  OH.,  43215,  and  Fritz 
R.  Kahn,  Suite  1100,  1660  L  St.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  General  com¬ 
modities  with  exceptions  as  a  common 
carrier  over  regular  routes  between  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.,  and  Toledo,  Ohio,  serving  all 
Intermediate  points  (except  those  points 
between  Toledo  and  the  Ohio-Indiana 
State  line),  and  serving  the  off-route 
point  of  Rossford,  Ohio,  and  the  off-route 
points  within  10  miles  of  Angola,  Ind., 
with  restrictions :  alternate  routes  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only:  General  com¬ 
modities,  with  exceptions  between  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  20  and  Indiana  High¬ 
way  2,  and  South  Bend,  Ind.,  serving  no 
Intermediate  points;  between  South 
Bend,  Ind.,  and  Elkhart,  Ind.,  serving  no 
intermediate  points;  between  Junction 
U  S.  Highway  20  and  U.S.  Truck  Route 
20,  west  of  Elkhart,  Ind.,  and  Junction 
U.S.  Truck  Route  20  and  U.S.  Highway 
20  east  of  Elkhart,  Ind.,  serving  no  in¬ 
termediate  points:  between  Hammond, 
Ind.,  and  junction  U.S.  Highway  20  and 
Indiana  Highway  2,  near  Rolling  Prairie, 
Ind.,  in  connection  with  carrier’s  regular 
route  operations  between  Chicago,  Ill., 
and  Toledo,  Ohio,  serving  no  intermedi¬ 
ate  points.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  New  York.  West  Virginia,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maryland,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  New 
Jersey,  Rhode  Island.  Virginia,  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  the  District  of  Columbia,  Illinois, 
Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  Iowa, 
Minnesota,  Michigan,  and  as  a  contract 
carrier  in  Ohio.  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
New  Jersey,  Illinois,  Kentucky,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts.  Michigan,  Missouri, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee, 
West  Virginia,  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  Indiana.  Application  has  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(t>). 


Non:. — MC-14552  (Sub-No.  62)  is  a  directly 
related  matter. 

No.  MC-F- 12950.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  LIME,  INC.  (non-carrier), 
10111  Mercier,  Dearborn,  MI.,  48120,  of 
a  portion  of  the  operating  rights  and 
property  of  C  *  K  TRANSPORT,  IN¬ 
CORPORATED,  P.O.  Box  220,  New  Buf¬ 
falo,  MI.,  49117,  and  for  acquisition  by 
LEON  WEISS,  BERNARD  WEISS. 
CHESTER  MAGNUS.  Box  7.  Mongo,  IN.. 
46771,  and  FARRIS  ELGEE,  1011 
Mercier,  Dearborn,  MI.,  48120,  of  con¬ 
trol  of  such  rights  and  properties  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorneys: 
James  R.  Stiverson,  1396  West  Fifth  Ave¬ 
nue,  Columbus,  OH.,  43212,  and  Leonard 
D.  Verdier,  Jr.,  One  Vandenberg  Center, 
Grand  Rapids,  MI.,  49502.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Lime  and 
Limestone  products,  as  a  contract  carrier 
over  irregular  routes  from  River  Rouge. 
Mich.,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Kentucky,  Ohio,  Missouri,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  Wisconsin  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized,  with  restrictions.  LIME  INC., 
holds  no  authority  from  this  Commis¬ 
sion.  However,  it  is  affiliated  with  WEISS 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  who  un¬ 
der  MC-94430  and  subs  thereunder  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  in  Delaware,  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  Wisconsin.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b). 

SEABOARD  COAST  LINE  RAIL¬ 
ROAD  COMPANY,  500  Water  Street, 
Jacksonville,  Florida  32202,  represented 
by  Philip  C.  Beverly,  Esquire,  Edward  A. 
Charron,  Esquire,  Neill  W.  McArthur,  Jr., 
Esquire,  and  W.  C.  Basney,  Esquire,  Sea¬ 
board  Coast  Line  Railroad  Company,  500 
Water  Street,  Jacksonville,  Florida  32202 
hereby  give  notice  that  on  the  6th  day  of 
August,  1976,  it  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  an  application  under  Section  5(2) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  for  an 
order  approving  and  authorizing  the 
trackage  rights  over  a  line  of  railroad 
of  the  Norfolk  and  Southern  Railway  in 
Pitt  and  Beaufort  Counties,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  which  application  is  assigned  Fi¬ 
nance  Docket  No.  28252. 

Approval  of  this  application  will  per¬ 
mit  Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  to  acquire  trackage  rights  over  Nor¬ 
folk  Southern  to  serve  the  phosphate 
mines  and  plants  between  Greenville  and 
Lee  Creek  in  Pitt  and  Beaufort  Counties, 
North  Carolina,  reached  by  Norfolk 
Southern’s  Lee  Creek  Branch.  The  track¬ 
age  rights  will  extend  from  Greenville, 
North  Carolina,  to  Lee  Creek,  North 
Carolina,  a  distance  of  50.7  miles. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  applicant,  the 
granting  of  the  authority  sought  will  not 
constitute  a  major  Federal  action  sig¬ 
nificantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the  hu¬ 
man  environment  within  the  meaning  of 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 


of  1969.  In  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regulations  (49  C.F.R.  1100.250)  in 
Ex  Parte  No.  55  (Sub-No.  4) ,  Implemen¬ 
tation — Nat’l  Environmental  Policy  Act, 
1969,  340  I.C.C.  431  (1972),  any  protests 
may  include  a  statement  indicating  the 
presence  or  absence  of  any  effect  of  the 
requested  Commission  action  on  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment.  If 
any  such  effect  is  alleged  to  be  present, 
the  statement  shall  include  information 
relating  to  the  relevant  factors  set  forth 
in  Ex  Parte  No.  55  (Sub-No.  4),  supra, 
Part  (b)  (1) -(5) .  340  I.C.C.  431. 461. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended,  the 
proceeding  will  be  handled  without  pub¬ 
lic  hearings  unless  comments  in  support 
or  opposition  on  such  application  are 
filed  with  the  Secretary,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  12th  and  Constitu¬ 
tion  Avenue,  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20423,  and  the  aforementioned  counsel 
for  applicant,  within  45  days  after  date 
of  first  publication  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  ;  that  such  comments  shall  be  served 
upon  (a)  Mr.  William  T.  Coleman,  Jr., 
Secretary,  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion,  400  7th  Street,  S.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20590,  (b)  Mr.  Edward  H.  Levi,  At¬ 
torney  General,  Department  of  Justice, 
10th  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW„ 
Washington,  D.C.  20530,  and  certificate 
of  all  such  service  is  given  to  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission;  and  that 
all  other  applications,  which  are  incon¬ 
sistent,  in  whole  or  in  part,  with  such 
applications,  and  all  petitions  for  inclu¬ 
sion  in  the  transaction,  shall  be  filed  with 
the  Commission  and  furnished  to  the 
Secretary  of  Transportation,  within  90 
days  after  the  publication  of  notice  of 
the  application  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad  Co. 
notice 

NEW  YORK  DOCK  RAILWAY,  334 
Furman  Street,  Brooklyn,  New  York 
11201,  represented  by  Walter  M.  King, 
Jr.,  Esquire,  1611  Connecticut  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20009  hereby  give 
notice  that  on  the  3rd  day  of  August, 
1976,  it  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  at  Washington,  D.C., 
an  application  under  Section  5(2)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  for  an  order 
approving  and  authorizing  New  York 
Dock  Railway  (NYD)  to  acquire  control 
of  Brooklyn  Eastern  District  Terminal 
(BEDT)  through  ownership  of  stock, 
which  application  is  assigned  Finance 
Docket  No.  28250. 

Aproval  of  the  application  will  permit 
the  New  York  Dock  Railway  to  acquire 
control  of  Brooklyn  Eastern  District 
Terminal  by  the  purchase  of  50%  of  the 
outstanding  stock  of  BEDT.  Both  New 
York  Dock  Railway  and  Brooklyn  East¬ 
ern  District  Terminal  are  terminal  car¬ 
riers  operating  in  and  about  the  Port  of 
New  York  providing  rail  service  by  car- 
float  connection  from  Greenville,  New 
Jersey  and  St.  George,  Staten  Island, 
New  York,  to  various  terminals  of  New 
York  Dock  Railway  and  Brooklyn  East¬ 
ern  District  Terminal  in  Brooklyn,  New 
York. 
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in  the  opinion  of  the  applicant,  the 
granting  of  the  authority  sought  will  not 
constitute  a  major  Federal  action  signif¬ 
icantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969.  In  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  regulations  (49  C.FE. 
1100.250)  in  Ex  Parte  No.  55  (Sub-No. 
4) ,  Implementation — Nat’l  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act,  1969,  340  I.C.C.  431 
(1972) ,  any  protests  may  include  a  state¬ 
ment  indicating  the  presence  or  absence 
of  any  effect  of  the  requested  Commis¬ 
sion  action  on  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment.  If  any  such  effect  is  alleged 
to  be  present,  the  statement  shall  in¬ 
clude  information  relating  to  the  rele¬ 
vant  factors  set  forth  in  Ex  Parte  No. 
55  (Sub-No.  4),  supra,  Part  (b)(l>-(5), 
340  I.C.C.  431,  461. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended,  the 
proceeding  will  be  handled  without 
public  hearings  unless  comments  in  sup¬ 
port  or  opposition  on  such  application 
are  filed  with  the  Secretary,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  12th  and  Con¬ 
stitution  Avenue,  NW„  Washington,  D.C. 
20423,  and  the  aforementioned  counsel 
for  applicant,  within  45  days  after  date 
of  first  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister;  that  such  comments  shall  be 
served  upon  (a)  Mr.  William  T.  Cole¬ 
man,  Jr.,  Secretary,  Department  of 
Transportation,  400  7th  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590,  (b)  Mr.  Edward 
H.  Levi,  Attorney  General,  Department 
of  Justice,  10th  and  Constitution  Ave¬ 
nue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20530,  and 
certificate  of  all  such  service  is  given  to 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission; 
Mid  that  all  other  applications,  which 
are  inconsistent,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
with  such  applications,  and  all  petitions 
tor  inclusion  in  the  transaction,  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  and  furnished 
to  the  Secretary  of  Transportation, 
within  90  days  after  the  publication  of 
notice  of  the  application  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

New  York  Dock  Railway 
notice 

MENDOCINO  COAST  RAILWAY, 
INC.,  Room  205,  World  Trade  Center, 
San  Francisco.  California  94111,  repre¬ 
sented  by  Mr.  John  R.  Sims,  Jr.,  and  Mr. 
John  L.  Boyd,  Jr.,  915  Pennsylvania 
Building.  425  13th  Street,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20004  hereby  give  notice 
that  on  the  17th  day  of  August,  1976,  it 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  an  ap¬ 
plication  under  Section  5(2)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act  for  an  order  ap¬ 
proving  and  authorizing  Mendocino 
Coast  Railway,  Inc.  to  lease  the  operating 
properties  of  California  Western  Rail¬ 
road,  including  rail  trackage,  between 
Ft.  Bragg  and  Willetts,  California,  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  some  35  miles,  which  applica¬ 
tion  is  assigned  Finance  Docket  No. 
28256. 

Approval  of  the  application  will  per¬ 
mit  Mendocino  Coast  Railway,  Inc.  to 
lease  and  operate  the  operating  prop¬ 


erties  of  California  Western  Railroad, 
including  rail  trackage,  between  Ft. 
Bragg  and  Willetts,  California,  for  a 
period  of  18  months  with  option  in  the 
parties  to  renew  for  an  additional  period 
of  4  years. 

In  the  opinion  to  the  applicant,  the 
granting  of  the  authority  sought  will  not 
constitute  a  major  Federal  action  signif¬ 
icantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969.  In  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  regulations  (49  C.F.R. 
1100.250)  in  Ex  Parte  No.  55  (Sub-No. 
4),  Implementation — Nat’l  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act,  1969,  340  I.C.C.  431 
(1972) ,  any  protests  may  include  a  state¬ 
ment  indicating  the  presence  or  absence 
of  any  effect  of  the  requested  Commis¬ 
sion  action  on  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment.  If  any  such  effect  is  al¬ 
leged  to  be  present,  the  statement  shall 
include  information  relating  to  the  re¬ 
levant  factors  set  forth  in  Ex  Parte  No. 
55  (Sub-No.  4),  supra.  Part  (b)(l)-(5), 
340  I.C.C.  431.  461. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act.  as  amended,  the 
proceeding  will  be  handled  without  pub¬ 
lic  hearings  unless  comments  in  support 
or  opposition  on  such  application  are 
filed  with  the  Secretary,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  12th  and  Constitu¬ 
tion  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20423,  and  the  aforementioned  counsel 
for  applicant,  within  45  days  after  date 
of  first  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister;  that  such  comments  shall  be 
served  upon  (a)  Mr.  William  T.  Cole¬ 
man,  Jr.,  Secretary,  Department  of 
Transportation,  400  7th  Street.  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590,  (b)  Mr.  Edward 
H.  Levi,  Attorney  General.  Department 
of  Justice,  10th  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20530,  and  cer¬ 
tificate  of  all  such  service  is  given  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission;  and 
that  all  other  applications,  which  are 
inconsistent,  in  whole  or  in  part,  with 
such  applications,  and  all  petitions  for 
inclusion  in  the  transaction,  shall  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  and  furnished  to 
the  Secretary  of  Transportation,  within 
90  days  after  the  publication  of  notice 
of  the  application  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

Mendocino  Coast  Railway 
notice 

THE  CHESAPEAKE  AND  OHIO 
RAILWAY  COMPANY.  Terminal  Tower, 
Cleveland,  Ohio  44101,  represented  by 
Mr.  Ren6  J.  Gunning,  General  Attorney, 
The  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway  Com¬ 
pany,  2  North  Charles  Street,  Baltimore. 
Maryland  21201  hereby  give  notice  that 
on  the  12th  day  of  August,  1976,  it  filed 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion  at  Washington,  D.C.,  an  application 
under  Section  5(2)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  for  an  order  approving 
and  authorizing  the  C&O  to  lease  and 
operate  a  portion  of  the  Elk  Branch  of 
The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany,  which  application  is  assigned  Fi¬ 
nance  Docket  No.  28255. 


Approval  of  the  application  will  permit 
The  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway  Com¬ 
pany  to  lease  and  operate  that  portion 
of  the  Elk  Branch  of  The  Baltimore  and 
Ohio  Railroad  Company  between  Valua¬ 
tion  Station  8249-f-OO,  at  or  near  Clen- 
denln,  West  Virginia,  and  Valuation  Sta¬ 
tion  9204+52,  at  or  near  Charleston, 
West  Virginia,  a  total  distance  of  ap¬ 
proximately  18.1  miles,  all  in  Kanawha 
County,  West  Virginia.  This  agreement 
will  become  effective  upon  granting  of 
this  application  and  the  issuance  of  a 
certificate  and  order  permitting  the 
abandonment  by  the  applicant  of  its  Elk 
Branch  between  Valuation  Station 
6731+00,  at  or  near  Hartland,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  Valuation  Station  8249+00,  at 
or  near  Clendenin,  West  Virginia,  a  dis¬ 
tance  of  approximately  28.75  miles,  ail  in 
Clay  and  Kanawha  Counties,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  which  application  is  assigned 
Docket  No.  AB-19  (Sub-No.  24). 

In  the  opinion  of  the  applicant,  the 
granting  of  the  authority  sought  will  not 
constitute  a  major  Federal  action  sig¬ 
nificantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969.  In  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations  (49  C.F.R.  1100.- 
250)  in  Ex  Parte  No.  55  (Sub-too.  4), 
Implementation  —  Nat’l  Environmental 
Policy  Act,  1969,  340  I.C.C.  431  (1972), 
any  protests  may  include  a  statement  in¬ 
dicating  the  presence  or  absence  of  any 
effect  of  the  requested  Commission  ac¬ 
tion  on  the  quality  of  the  human  envi¬ 
ronment.  If  any  such  effect  is  alleged  to 
be  present,  the  statement  shall  include 
information  relating  to  the  relevant  fac¬ 
tors  set  forth  in  Ex  Parte  No.  55  (Sub- 
No.  4) ,  supra,  Part  (b)  (1)— (5) ,  340  I.C.C. 
431,  461. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended,  the 
proceeding  will  be  handled  without  pub¬ 
lic  hearings  unless  comments  in  support 
or  opposition  on  such  application  are 
filed  with  the  Secretary,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission.  12th  and  Constitu¬ 
tion  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20423,  and  the  aforementioned  counsel 
for  applicant,  within  45  davs  after  date 
of  first  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister;  that  such  comments  shall  be 
served  upon  (a)  Mr.  William  T.  Cole¬ 
man.  Jr.,  Secretary,  Department  of 
Transportation,  400  7th  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590,  (b)  Mr.  Edward 
H.  Levi.  Attorney  General.  Department 
of  Justice,  10th  and  Constitution  Ave¬ 
nue,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20530,  and 
certificate  of  all  such  service  is  given  to 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission; 
and  that  all  other  applications,  which 
are  inconsistent,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
with  such  applications,  and  all  petitions 
for  Inclusion  in  the  transaction,  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  and  furnished 
to  the  Secretary  of  Transportation, 
within  90  days  after  the  publication  of 
notice  of  the  application  in  the  Federal 
Register. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  41,  NO.  172— THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  2,  1976 


NOTICES 


37197 


The  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway 
Company 

Abandonment  Applications 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  la(6)(a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  that  orders  have  been  entered 
in  the  following  abandonment  applica¬ 
tions  which  are  administratively  final 
and  which  found  that  subject  to  condi¬ 
tions  the  present  and  future  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  permit  abandon¬ 
ment. 

A  Certificate  of  Abandonment  will  be 
issued  to  the  applicant  carriers  30  days 
after  this  Federal  Register  publication 
unless  the  instructions  set  forth  in  the 
notices  are  followed.' 

[Docket  No.  AB— 43  (Sub-No.  12)  1 

Illinois  Central  Gulf  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  Abandonment  Between  Silver 

City  and  Holly  Bluffs  in  Humphreys 

and  Yazoo  Counties,  Mississippi 

NOTICE  OF  FINDINGS 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  la<6)  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la<6)  (a) )  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  July  14,  1976,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Commission,  Commis¬ 
sioner  Brown,  stating  that,  subject  to 
the  conditions  for  the  protection  of  rail¬ 
way  employees  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  Aban¬ 
donment,  257  I.C.C.  700,  the  present  and 
future  public  convenience  and  necessity 
permit  the  abandonment  by  the  Illinois 
Central  Gulf  Railroad  Company  of  its 
line  of  railroad  extending  from  railroad 
milepost  163.22  at  Silver  City,  Mississippi, 
in  a  southwesterly  direction  to  the  end 
of  the  line  at  milepost  187.95  at  Holly 
Bluffs,  Mississippi,  a  distance  of  approx¬ 
imately  24.73  miles,  in  Humphreys  and 
Yazoo  Counties,  Mississippi.  A  certificate 
of  abandonment  will  be  issued  to  the  Illi¬ 
nois  Central  Gulf  Railroad  Company 
based  on  the  above-described  finding  of 
abandonment,  30  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice,  unless  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication,  the  Commission 
further  finds  that : 

(1)  a  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has 
offered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form 
of  a  rail  service  continuation  payment) 
to  enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued;  and 

(2)  it  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost 
of  providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or 
any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  will 
be  postponed  for  such  reasonable  time, 
not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  necessary  to 
enable  such  person  or  entity  to  enter  into 
a  binding  agreement,  with  the  carrier 
seeking  such  abandonment,  to  provide 
such  assistance  or  to  purchase  such  line 


and  to  provide  for  the  continued  opera¬ 
tion  of  rail  services  over  such  line.  Upon 
notification  to  the  Commission  of  the 
execution  of  such  an  assistance  or  ac¬ 
quisition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  is  in 
effect.  Information  and  procedures  re¬ 
garding  the  financial  assistance  for  con¬ 
tinued  rail  service  or  the  acquisition  of 
the  involved  rail  line  are  contained  in 
the  Notice  of  the  Commission  entitled 
“Procedures  for  Pending  Rail  Abandon¬ 
ment  Cases”  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  31,  1976,  at  41  FR 
13691.  All  interested  persons  are  advised 
to  follow  the  instructions  contained 
therein  as  well  as  the  instructions  con¬ 
tained  in  the  above-referenced  order. 

[Docket  No.  AB— 43  (Sub-No.  14)  J 

Illinois  Central  Gulf  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany  Abandonment  Between  Stew- 
artsville  and  New  Harmony,  in  Posey 
County,  Indiana 

NOTICE  OF  FINDINGS 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)  (a) )  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  July  14, 1976,  a  find¬ 
ing,  which  is  administratively  final,  was 
made  by  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Brown,  stating  that,  subject  to  the  condi¬ 
tions  for  the  protection  of  railway  em¬ 
ployees  prescribed  by  the  Commission  in 
Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  Abandonment, 
257  I.C.C.  700,  the  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity  permit 
the  abandonment  by  the  Illinois  Central 
Gulf  Railroad  Company  of  its  line  of  rail¬ 
road  extending  from  railroad  milepost 
0.0  at  Stewartsville,  Indiana,  in  a  south¬ 
westerly  direction  to  the  end  of  the  line 
at  milepost  6.34  at  New  Harmony,  Indi¬ 
ana,  a  distance  of  6.34  miles,  in  Posey 
County,  Indiana.  A  certificate  of  aban¬ 
donment  will  be  Issued  to  the  Illinois 
Central  Gulf  Railroad  Company  based 
on  the  above-described  finding  of  aban¬ 
donment,  30  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice,  unless  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication,  the  Commission 
further  finds  that: 

(1)  a  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has  of¬ 
fered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form  of 
a  rail  service  continuation  payment)  to 
enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be  con¬ 
tinued;  and 

(2)  it  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would : 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost  of 
providing  rail  freight  service  on  such  line, 
together  with  a  reasonable  return  on  the 
value  of  such  line,  or 
ib)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or 
any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  will 
be  postponed  for  such  reasonable  time, 
not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  necessary  to 
enable  such  person  or  entity  to  enter  into 


a  binding  agreement,  with  the  carrier 
seeking  such  abandonment,  to  provide 
such  assistance  or  to  purchase  such  line 
and  to  provide  for  the  continued  opera¬ 
tion  of  rail  services  over  such  line.  Upon 
notification  to  the  Commission  of  the 
execution  of  such  an  assistance  or  acqui¬ 
sition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  is  in  ef¬ 
fect.  Information  and  procedures  re¬ 
garding  the  financial  assistance  for  con¬ 
tinued  rail  service  or  the  acquisition  of 
the  involved  rail  line  are  contained  in 
the  Notice  of  the  Commission  entitled 
"Procedures  for  Pending  Rail  Abandon¬ 
ment  Cases”  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  31,  1976,  at  41  FR 
13691.  All  interested  persons  are  advised 
to  follow  the  instructions  contained 
therein  as  well  as  the  instructions  con¬ 
tained  in  the  above-referenced  order. 

[Docket  No.  AB— 46  (Sub-No.  8)  [ 

Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Rail¬ 
road  Company  Abandonment  Between 

Mt.  Zion  and  KeosauquA,  in  Van 

Buren  County,  Iowa 

NOTICE  OF  FINDINGS 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)(a))  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  June  25,  1976,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  Number  5,  stating  that,  subject  to 
the  conditions  for  the  protection  of  rail¬ 
way  employees  prescribed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co., 
Abandonment,  257  I.C.C.  700,  the  present 
and  future  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  permit  the  abandonment  by  the 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Rail¬ 
road  Company  of  its  line  of  railroad  from 
milepost  0  in  Mt.  Zion,  to  the  end  of  the 
line  at  milepost  4.5  in  Keosauqua,  a  total 
distance  of  4.5  miles,  in  Van  Buren 
County,  Iowa.  A  certificate  of  abandon¬ 
ment  will  be  issued  to  the  Chicago,  Rock 
Island  and  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
based  on  the  above-described  finding  of 
abandonment,  30  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  unless  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication,  the  Commission 
further  finds  that: 

(1)  a  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has  of¬ 
fered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form  of 
a  rail  service  continuation  payment)  to 
enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be  con¬ 
tinued;  and 

(2)  it  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost  of 
providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all 
or  any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  will 
be  postponed  for  such  reasonable  time. 
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not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  Is  necessary  to 
enable  such  person  or  entity  to  enter  Into 
a  binding  agreement,  with  the  carrier 
seeking  such  abandonment,  to  provide 
such  assistance  or  to  purchase  such  line 
and  to  provide  for  the  continued  opera¬ 
tion  of  rail  services  over  such  line.  Upon 
notification  to  the  Commission  of  the  exe- 
ution  of  such  an  assistance  or  acquisi¬ 
tion  and  operating  agreement,  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  postpone  this  issuance  of 
such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of  time 
as  such  an  agreement  (including  any  ex¬ 
tensions  or  modifications)  is  in  effect.  In¬ 
formation  and  procedures  regarding  the 
financial  assistance  for  continued  rail 
service  or  the  acquisition  of  the  involved 
rail  line  are  contained  in  the  Notice  of 
the  Commission  entitled  “Procedures 
for  Pending  Rail  Abandonment  Cases” 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
March  31, 1976,  at  41  FR  13691.  All  inter¬ 
ested  persons  are  advised  to  follow  the  in¬ 
structions  contained  therein  as  well  as 
the  instructions  contained  in  the  above- 
referenced  order. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations 

The  following  letter-notices  to  oper¬ 
ate  over  deviation  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  under  the  Commission’s  De¬ 
viation  Rules — Motor  Carriers  of  Prop¬ 
erty  (49  CFR  §1042.4(0(11)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Commission  in  the 
manner  and  form  provided  in  such  rules 
(49  CFR  §  1042.4(c)  (12) )  at  any  time,  but 
will  not  operate  to  stay  commencement 
of  the  proposed  operations  unless  filed 
within  30  days  from  the  date  of  this  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  notice. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  request. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC-1074  (Deviation  No.  9),  AL¬ 
LEGHENY  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  601,  Winchester.  Va.  22601, 
filed  August  23,  1976.  Carrier  proposes 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  devia¬ 
tion  route  as  follows:  From  Clarks¬ 
burg,  W.  Va^  over  U.S.  Highway  50  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  79,  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  79  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  48  near  Morgantown,  W. 
Va..  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  48  to 
■junction  U.S.  Highway  40.  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  70.  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  70  to  Frederick.  Md.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities, 
over  a  pertinent  service  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Clarksburg,  W.  Va.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  Winchester,  Va., 
thence  over  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  340 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  340,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  340  to  Frederick,  Md., 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 


No.  MC-1074  (Deviation  No.  10) ,  AL- 
LEGHENEY  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  601,  Winchester,  Va.  22601, 
filed  August  23,  1976.  Carrier  proposes 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  devia¬ 
tion  route  as  follows:  From  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  over  Pennsylvania  Highway  51  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  40  near  Union- 
town,  Pa.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  40 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  48,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  48  to  junction  Maryland 
Highway  53  near  Lavale,  Md.,  thence 
over  Maryland  Highway  53  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  220,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  220  to  junction  Maryland 
Highway  9,  thence  over  Maryland  High¬ 
way  9  to  junction  West  Virginia  High¬ 
way  28  near  Short  Gap,  W.  Va.,  thence 
over  West  Virginia  Highway  28  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  50  near  Romney,  W. 
Va.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  50  to 
Winchester,  Va.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  the  same  commodities  over  a  per¬ 
tinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  376  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
76,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  76 
to  junction  Interstate1  Highway  70, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  70  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  522, -near  Han¬ 
cock,  Md.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
522  to  Winchester,  Va.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

No.  MC-2754  (Deviation  No.  2) .  NEU¬ 
ENDORF  TRANSPORTATION  CO..  121 
S.  Stoughton  Rd.,  Madison,  Wis.  53701, 
filed  August  19,  1976.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Madison.  Wis.,  over 
Interstate  Highways  90  to  94  to  junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  80,  thence  over  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  80  to  junction  Wisconsin 
Highways  13  and  73,  thence  over  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  13  to  Marshfield,  Wis., 
and  return  over  the  same  route  for  oper¬ 
ating  convenience  only.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  author¬ 
ized  to  transport  the  same  commodities 
over  a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows : 
From  Madison,  Wis.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
51  to  Portage,  Wis.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  16  to  junction  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  13  at  Wisconsin  Dells.  Wis.,  thence 
over  Wisconsin  Highway  13  to  Wisconsin 
Rapids,  Wis.,  thence  over  Wisconsin 
Highway  34  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  10, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  10  to  junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  13.  thence  over  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  13  to  Marshfield,  Wis., 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC-8948  (Deviation  No.  6), 
WESTERN  GILLETTE,  INC.,  2550  East 
28  8treet,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90058,  filed 
July  13, 1976.  Carrier’s  representative:  R. 
Y.  Schureman,  1545  Wilshire  Blvd  .  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  90017.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  From  Lebanon,  Mo.,  over  Mis¬ 
souri  Highway  6  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 


way  60,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  60  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  63,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  63  to  junction  Arkansas 
Highway  14  near  Marked  Tree,  Ark.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  Indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities,  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows :  From 
Lebanon,  Mo.,  over  U.S.  Highway  66  to 
Springfield,  Mo.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  65  to  junction  Missouri  Highwav  14, 
thence  over  Missouri  Highway  14  to 
junction  Missouri  Highway  5,  thence  over 
Missouri  Highway  5  to  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  5,  thence  over  Arkansas  Highway  5 
to  Calico  Rock,  Ark.,  thence  over  Arkan¬ 
sas  Highway  56  to  Brock  well,  Ark,  thence 
over  Arkansas  Highway  9  to  Melbourne, 
Ark.,  thence  over  Arkansas  Highway  69 
to  junction  U5.  Highway  167  at  Bates- 
ville.  Ark.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  167 
to  junction  Arkansas  Highway  14  near 
Salado,  Ark.,  thence  over  Arkansas 
Highway  14  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  63 
near  Marked  Tree,  Ark.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

No.  MC-8948  (Deviation  No.  7), 
WESTERN  GILLETTE,  INC.,  2550  East 
28  Street,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90058,  filed 
July  13,  1976.  Carrier’s  representative: 
R.  Y.  Schureman,  1545  Wilshire  Blvd., 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90017.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodi¬ 
ties,  with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  de¬ 
viation  route  as  follows:  From  Lebanon, 
Mo.,  over  Missouri  Highway  64  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  65,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  65  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  54, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  54  to  junc¬ 
tion  Missouri  Highway  13,  thence  over 
Missouri  Highway  13  to  junction  Missouri 
Highway  7,  thence  over  Missouri  High¬ 
way  7  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities,  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Lebanon,  Mo.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
66  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  71  to  junction  Mis¬ 
souri  Highway  7  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

No.  MC-75320  (Deviation  No.  63), 
CAMPBELL  SIXTY-SIX  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  807,  Springfield,  Mo. 
65801,  filed  August  18,  1976.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  junction  Arkan¬ 
sas  Highway  59  and  Interstate  Highway 
40  near  Van  Buren,  Ark.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  junction  Indian  Nation 
Turnpike,  thence  over  Indian  Nation 
Turnpike  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  69 
near  Savanna,  Okla.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
the  same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Dallas, 
Tex.,  over  U.S.  Highway  75  to  junction 
UJS.  Highway  69,  near  Dennison,  Tex., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  69  to  Junction 
Oklahoma  Highway  51  near  Wagoner, 
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Okla.,  thence  over  Oklahoma  Highway 
51  to  the  Oklahoma-Arkansas  State 
Line,  thence  over  Arkansas  Highway  244 
to  junction  Arkansas  Highway  59,  thence 
over  Arkansas  Highway  59  to  Van  Buren, 
Ark.,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  under  the  Commission’s  De¬ 
viation  Rules — Motor  Carriers  of  Pas¬ 
sengers  (49  CFR  §  1042.2(c)  (9) ) . 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Commission  in  the 
manner  and  form  provided  in  such  rules 
(49  CFR  §  1042.2(c)  (9) )  at  any  time,  but 
will  not  operate  to  stay  commencement  of 
the  proopsed  operations  unless  filed  on  or 
before  October  4. 1976. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  tht  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  request. 

motor  carriers  of  fassengers 

No.  MC-67308  (Deviation  No.  8) ,  (Can¬ 
cels  Deviation  No.  6)  COLONIAL  TRAIL- 
WAYS,  400  S.  Royal  St.,  P.O.  Box  2712, 
Mobile,  Ala.  36601,  filed  August  9,  1976. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  and  express  and  news¬ 
papers  in  the  same  vehicle  with  pas¬ 
sengers,  over  deviation  routes  as  follows: 
From  New  Orleans,  La.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  10  to  junction  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  57,  thence  over  Mississippi  Highway 
57  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  90,  with  the 
following  access  routes:  (1)  From  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  10  and  Missis¬ 
sippi  Highway  607,  over  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  607  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  90,  (2) 
From  junction  Interstate  Highway  10 
and  U.S.  Highway  49  over  U.S.  Highway 
49  to  Gulfport,  Miss.,  and  (3)  From  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  10  and  Missis¬ 
sippi  Highway  67  to  Biloxi,  Miss.,  and 
return  over  the  same  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  passengers  and  the  same  prop¬ 
erty  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as 
follows  :  From  New  Orleans,  La.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  90  to  Mobile,  Ala.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 


Motor  Carrier  Intrastate  Applications 

The  following  application  for  motor 
common  carrier  authority  to  operate  in 
intrastate  commerce  seek  concurrent 
motor  carrier  authorization  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  limits  of 
the  intrastate  authority  sought,  pursuant 
to  Section  206(a)(6)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act.  These  applications  are 
governed  by  Special  Rule  245  of  the 
Commission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice 
(49  CFR  §  1100.245),  which  provides, 
among  other  things,  that  protests  and  re¬ 
quests  for  information  concerning  the 
time  and  place  of  State  Commission 
hearings  or  other  proceedings,  any  sub¬ 
sequent  changes  therein,  and  any  other 
related  matters  shall  be  directed  to  the 
State  Commission  with  which  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  filed  and  shall  not  be  addressed 
to  or  filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

New  York  Docket  No.  T  9341  filed  July 
30.  1976.  Applicant:  GALAXY  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  66,  Buffalo,  N  Y. 
14212.  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
and  Necessity  sought  to  operate  a  freight 
service  as  follows:  Transportation  of 
General  commodities,  between  all  points 
in  Cattaraugus,  Chautauqua,  Erie,  Gen¬ 
esee,  Livingston,  Monroe,  Niagara,  On¬ 
ondaga,  Ontario,  Orleans,  Oswego, 
Wayne,  and  Wyoming  Counties,  N.Y.  In¬ 
trastate,  interstate  and  foreign  com¬ 
merce  authority  sought.  Hearing:  Date, 
time  and  place  not  yet  fixed.  Requests 
for  procedural  information  should  be 
addressed  to  the  New  York  State  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation,  1220  Washing¬ 
ton  Avenue,  State  Campus,  Albany,  N.Y., 
12232  and  should  not  be  directed  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

Oklahoma  Docket  No.  MC  38947  filed 
August  5,-1976.  Applicant:  W.E.B.,  INC., 
3812  N.W.  58th  Terrace,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  74126.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Robert  A.  Miller,  2505  City  National 
Bank  Tower,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
73102.  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
and  Necessity  sought  to  operate  a 
freight  service  as  follows:  Transporta¬ 
tion  of  General  commodities,  from  Ok¬ 
lahoma  City,  Okla.  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  40  West  to  its  junction  with  U.S. 
Highway  270,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
270  to  Geary,  Okla.,  serving  Karris  and 
Calumet,  Okla.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  281  to  Watonga,  Okla.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  270  to  its  junction  via 


State  Highway  3  serving  the  off-route 
point  of  Fay,  Okla.,  via  State  Highway  3 
serving  off-route  points  of  Oakwood, 
Okla.,  through  and  serving  Selling,  Mu¬ 
tual,  Woodward  and  Fort  Supply,  Okla., 
serving  off-route  points  of  Sharon  via 
Highway  34  serving  Woodward,  thence 
via  State  Highway  15  to  Fargo,  Okla., 
serving  off-route  points  of  Tanger, 
Okla.,  then  via  State  Highway  15  to  U.S. 
Highway  270  to  Woodward,  then  via 
U.S.  Highway  270  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  283  serving  Fort  Supply 
and  May,  Okla.,  then  via  U.S.  Highway 
283  to  Rosston,  Okla.,  also  serving  La- 
veme,  Okia.,  thence  East  via  U.S.  High¬ 
way  64  to  Buffalo.  Okla.,  thence  via 
U.S.  Highway  64  to  Plainview,  Okla., 
serving  off-route  points  of  Selman, 
Lovedale  and  Edith  to  U.S.  Highway  64 
junction  with  State  Highway  50  South 
to  State  Highway  15,  serving  Camp 
Houston  and  Freedom  to  Mooreland, 
Oklahoma  thence  via  State  Highway  15 
to  Woodward  with  additional  route  from 
Watonga,  Okla.  tacking  with  U.S.  High¬ 
way  281  and  1-40  to  Oklahoma  City,  the 
route  of  North  of  Watonga  via  State 
Highway  8,  one  mile,  to  Highway  8  junc¬ 
tion  with  Oklahoma  Highway  51A  to 
Southard.  Okla.,  thence  via  State  High¬ 
way  51  West  to  its  junction  with  High¬ 
way  270  serving  Hucmac,  Canton,  Carle- 
ton  and  continuing  North  via  State 
Highway  51A  to  Fairview,  Okla..  and 
serving  Fairview,  Okla. 

Thence  via  U.S.  Highway  60  West  to 
its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  281, 
serving  Chester  and  serving  off-route 
points  on  Orion,  Bado,  Dane  and  Cedar 
Springs,  Okla.,  and  also  serving  at  Wood¬ 
ward,  Okla.,  all  nlantsites  including  in¬ 
dustrial  users  within  a  fifteen  mile  ra¬ 
dius  of  Woodward,  Okla.,  thence  via 
same  route  on  return.  Applicant  Intends 
to  Interline  with  other  carriers  at  all 
points.  Intrastate,  Interstate  and  for¬ 
eign  commerce  authority  sought.  Hear¬ 
ing:  Date  scheduled  for  September  27, 
1976,  (place  and  time  not  shown).  Re¬ 
quests  for  procedural  information  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Oklahoma  Corpora¬ 
tion  Commission,  Jim  Thorpe  Office 
Building,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73105 
and  should  not  be  directed  to  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission. 

Gordon  H.  Homme,  Jr., 
Acting  Secretary 
[FR  Doc.70-25568  Filed  9-1-76; 8  45  ami 
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